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Cable-house at Bunder Abbas. Suggests cor¬ 
rection of Reuter’s misleading telegram res¬ 
pecting .. .. .. . 241* 

Loan to Governor of Kain. Refers to No. 236. 
Transmits telegram from Mr. Grant Duff 
stating that the Governor has renewed his 
request for a loan. Sees no reason to modify 
view respecting refusal to guarantee loan .. 241 
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to protect His Majesty’s Consulate. Dis¬ 
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offence .. .. .. . 242 

Henjam. Customs department began erection 
ot building within limits of Indo-European 
Telegraph Department. Aral) Sheikh warns 
that there will lie disturbances. Consul- 
General at Bushire asks for man-of-war. 
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Sir N. O'Conor to Sir Edward Greg.—{Received Januanj 1, 1906.) 

(No. 951.) 

Constantinople, December 27, 1905. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 921 of the lbth instant, I have the honour 
to forward herewith copy of* a letter and inclosures from the Persian Ambassador, in 
which his Highness was good enough to send me copies ot his note to the Porte 
relative to the disputed frontier near Va/.ne and Lahijan, and also ol' the telegram 
from the Persian Ministry tor Foreign Adairs on the same subject. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) N. R. O’CONOR. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 1. 

Prince Riza Khan to Sir N. O'Conor. 

M. l’Ambassadeur et elier Collogue, Stmnhoal, le 22 Deremhre, 1905. 

J’AI Phonneur d’envoyer a votre Excellence ci-inclus les copies do ma note, 
remise bier a la Sublime Porte, relativement a I’alVaire de Veziu; et Lahidjiau, ainsi 
([lie la tiaduction en Tore de la depeche du Ministere des Affaires Ftrangeres de Perse 
eoneernant la dite affaire. 


Ycuillcz, &c. 


If T> T r/ 4 77* r I A "\ T 



Inclosure 2 in No. 1. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Prince Riza Khan. 

(Telegraphic.) 22 Shavval, 1328. 

YODlt Excellency’s telegram has been submitted to Ilia Majesty the Shall, 
who states that the joint inquiry can take place if the invaders are removed from 
Vazne and the other Persian places, and that as long as tliey remain on Persian soil 
the joint inquiry cannot he effective. Doubtless the spirit of unity implanted in 
Ottoman statesmen will not admit of their approving of such acts, and you should 
fully explain it to them, and point out the necessity of first withdrawing the invaders 
before proceeding to a joint inquiry. As has already been explained to you by 
telegraph, the place where the invaders are was established many years ago by the 
control of the Mediating Powers, and by repeated decisions, as being in Persian 
possession, as is established by all kinds of proofs. As long as the invaders are there, 
how can a joint inquiry he carried out ? \ r ou should use your best efforts for the 
immediate removal of the invaders, and report the result. IIow is it that you are 
[1618] B 
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silent in answer to tlie request made of you, when you are in possession of full 
information as to the results of joint inquiries made in former years, and as to the 
lands in question being in Persian possession ? You will doubtless use all your best 
efforts as instructed and report result. The Ottoman Embassy has received a reply in 
the same sense to a request made by it to the Atabag-i-Azam. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 1. 

Note communicated by the Persian Government to the Ottoman Government. 

I 1IAYE duly reported to the proper authorities the contents of your 
Excellency’s note of Shavval 18, 1323, in reply to my request for the removal 
of the Ottoman troops avIio had encroached on Persian territory at Vaznd, Lahijan, 
and Pessva, and to the proposal for a joint inquiry, both repeatedly suggested. 
Your Excellency states therein that these places arc Ottoman territory, and that they 
as well as Mirghan and Kelli Sheikh are in the Itanid Slielir Bazar and Mamouret-i- 
Ilamid Kazas, and arc the summer pasturages of the Ottoman nomads; that a Turkish 
Mudir was formerly named to Vaznd, and taxes collected there, all of which establishes 
Turkey’s clear right to these lands. You accordingly state that, as Persia has collected 
5,000 or (5,000 troops there, the local Government has been obliged to take similar 
measures in return ; but that, in order to establish the rights of Turkey, it has been 
decided to appoint a Commission to effect a joint inquiry. The names of the Com¬ 
missioners are given, and it is added that should the result of the inquiry be favourable 
to the Persian claim the Turkish troops will naturally be withdrawn, but that it is 
mpossible to accede to my request in this sense before the inquiry takes place. Your 
Excellency further requests me to take prompt steps to induce my Government to 
appoint its Commissioners to take part in the inquiry and to let you know the result. 

I have now received a telegram from the Persian Foreign Ministry, staling that (he 
matter having been laid before His Majesty the Shall, His Majesty has stated that 
the joint inquiry can take place if the Turkish troops are removed from Persian 
territory, and that as long as these encroachers remain on such Persian territory the 
inquiry would not be feasible. As obviously the spirit of justice of Ottoman statesmen 
will preclude them from approving of such actions, surprise has boon caused at my 
failing to reply to the demands put forward hy your Excellency that the encroachers 
must, lirst of all, he removed from Persian territory before the joint inquiry can he 
effected ; that ample proof's exist that tin* lands in question are Persian, as has already 
been established by the investigations of the Mediating Powers, and by the fact, that 
these places have for many years been in possession of the Persians. A reply in this 
sense lias already been given by the Persian Grand Vizier to a demand formulated by 
the Ottoman Embassy at Tehran. I am therefore instructed to request the 
immediate removal of the invaders, as hy Article III of the last Treaty of Erzeroum 
the two parties agreed to abstain from claiming this territory, and at the time this 
Treaty was concluded Vazne, Lahijan, Serdesht, and other places were in Persian 
occupation, as was clearly established when the Commissioners of the Four Powers 
visited the locality. This occupation has continued to the present day, as a reference 
to the maps will show ; and when some years ago your Ministry, alleging that Yazn6 
was in dispute, demanded tin* maintenance of the status gun, and subsequently asked 
for an inquiry into Vazne and other disputed places, it is proved by the correspondence 
between your Ministry and this Embassy that it was agreed that the joint inquiry 
should be limited to Vazne, and the documents proving this still exist. The fact that 
your Government, on the strength of false reports from the Vali and military 
authorities of Mosul, claims that Vazne, Lahijan, Pessva, Mirghan, and Kelu Sheikh 
are within the Ottoman dominions, and is sending troops and guns to encroach on 
those places is entirely at. variance with the unity which should prevail in the world of 
Islam, as I have no doubt your Excellency will admit. 1 have therefore to request 
that you will move the proper authorities to withdraw the invaders, and afterwards 
proceed to an inquiry, and will inform me of the result for the information of my 
Government. 

December S (21 \ 1905. 



[184] 


No. 2. 


India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 1.) 


g- r India Office , December 30, 1905. 

* WITH reference to Sir E. Gorst’s letter of the 23rd instant relative to the proposed 
increase of the Legation guard at Tehran, I am directed by Mr. Secretary Morley to 
inclose, for Sir E. Grey’s information, a copy of a telegram sent to the Government of 

India on the 24tli instant on the subject. , . _ * 

With reference to your letter of the 28th instant on the same subject, I am to 
sav that Mr. Morley concurs in Sir E. Grey’s proposal to instruct Mr. Grant Huff by 
telegraph to concert with the Government of India and Ilis Majesty s Consul-Gcneial 
at Bush ire the best means of insuring that a force should be available for dispatch to 
Tehran or any other part of Persia with the least possible delay in the event ot 

necessity arising. , . , , . .. , , 

I am to inclose the copy of a further telegram which has been addressed to the 
Government of India, dated the 29th instant, informing them of the instructions 
which are being sent to Mr. Grant Hufl. 

I am, &c. 

/o: _ , 1 \ umiACP WiT.Pm.T7, 


In closure 1 in No. 2. 

Mr. Morley to Government of India. 

(Telegraphic.) P. [nddt December 2 L, 1905. 

SEE the telegram of the 22nd instant from Grant Huff as to strengthening escort 

of Legation at Tehran. . , 

His Majesty’s Government, arc considering whether escort is to be increased; 
pendin" decision, please be in readiness to dispatch reinforcement that may be 
necessary. I should be glad to receive a report from you as to the time it would take 
to reach Teh ran, and as to the number of men you would propose to send; also as to 
whether, in the event of Bushiro Treasury guard being translerred, as Grant Duff 
suggests, to Shiraz, it will be necessary, in your opinion, to reinlorce Busline. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 2. 

Mr. Morley to Government of India. 

(Telegraphic.) P. Office, December 29, 1905. 

PERSIA. Please refer to my telegram of the 2-Ltli instant. Instructions are 
brill" 1 sent to Charge d’AtFaires at Tehran to concert measures in consultation with 
vou and with Resident in Gulf so as to insure that, should necessity arise, there may 
hr :l force available for dispatch to Tehran or to any other part of Persia with as little 
delay as possible. It is not considered necessary that additional guard should at once 
be sent to Tehran. 
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No. 3. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.— (Received January 1.) 


(Telegraphic.) P. . Tehran, January 1, 1906. 

POLLOWING repeated to Shiraz and India :— 

“My telegram No. 183 of last year, and my despatch No. 237 of the 1st No¬ 
vember. 

“ My request that the Heputy-Governor of Shiraz should, be ordered to oner an 
apology to His Majesty’s Consul has been refused by the Persian Government. 







“It is important, in my opinion, that we should strictly uphold the principle of 
the immunity of witnesses sent to the local authorities by British Consuls. 

“ The conduct ol the authorities of Shiraz has been most reprehensible, and the 
Persian Government is hopelessly obstructive. 

“ I trust you will send me such instructions as will force them to give way.” 


[213] 


No. 4. 


Mr. E. Grunt Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 1.) 


(No. 2.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. 

FOLLOW INC repeated to Bushire and India :— 


Tehran, January 1, 1906. 


“My despatch No. 237 of the 1st November. 

Oiii’ outstanding claims against the Persian Government, which are already 
laige, are constantly increasing. Some ol them date back for years, and the Persian 
Government show no disposition to settle them. I informed the Grand Vizier yester¬ 
day that I intended to submit lor your approval the suggestion that if a reasonable 
number ol these claims were not promptly settled I should demand an audience of the 
k hull, and lay the matter before 11 is Majesty. 1 strongly suspect that the neglect of 
Biitish interests and the state of the country is kept hidden from the Shah, and I 
desire to warn 11 is Majesty’s Government that in my opinion the time is rapidly 
approaching when diplomatic means will be exhausted. 

Speedy compliance with our requests would probably be secured by a threat to 
seize the Bushire customs.” 


1217: No.:,. 

Sir Ed mud Grey to hfr. E. Grant Duff 

(No. I.) 

(1 olegraphir. i P. Foreijn Office. January 1, 1906. 

K I 11A K I mi i Id i ngs, 

1 *'i\i d yinir telegram No. 186 of the :;i)fh ultimo, on this subject, and 1 

1 1 'e I ei si ,hi Mini-lor that lli- .Majesty ,s Government learn with surprise that 

Iheapuh.gv lie promised on the Tih I >erember should be made ha- not been fullilled. 
, UI :,l '“ , ' ial v "‘ '/''jH I"' "liable in aei ept tin* reparation olfered by the Por-iaii 
uni i umeiit as a s ui-bielory settlement, and the whole question will ha\e to be 
reopene.l, mile-- ,he Governor and the ollieial aefually responsible for the burning of 
the buildings call in undone on the (Un-id w ilhiu the next few days and apologize, 
should inform the Per.-ian Government of the purport of the above. 


I276J 


No. G. 


Sir Edmud Grei/ to Mr. E. Grant Dud. 

(No. 2.) 

(I olographic.) I*. Foreign Office, 

\ () UR telegram No. 183 [of 28th December]: Shiraz. 

Your act ion approved. 


Januaiy 1, 1906. 


1211J No. 7. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 4.) 

1 **; . foreign Office, January 1, 1900. 

lGU are authorized to address strong representations to Persian Government in 
sense suggested in your telegram No. 1 regarding the molestation of witnesses bv 
Deputy-Governor of Shiraz. " J 



J 


[ 269 ] "°* 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 2.) 

THE Under-Secretarv of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a telegram 
from the Viceroy, dated the 1st instant, relative to arms for the Persian Consulates. 

India Office, January 1, 190G. 


Inclosurc in No. 8. 

Government of India to Charge d’Affaires at Tehrun. 

(Tele«rnpliic.) P. „ , " , IOO , C ' 

WITH reference to your telegram of the 31st December, our object was to have 
escort and arms in readiness at Robat so as to save journey from Quetta, which would 
take three weeks and would involve serious delay in case of emergency. We did not 
propose to take arms across the frontier, unless you required us to do so. 

(Repeated to Secretary of State.) 

[ 381 ] 9. 

Sir A. Hardinge to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 3, 1906.) 

(Separate and Confidential.) 

gj v London, December 23, 190o. 

IT was though!, desirable by your predecessor that I should, on relinquishing my 
duties as His Majesty’s Minister at Tehran, draw up a Report, which would be useful 
to mv successor, dealing with the present condition of Persia, as well as with the 
principal concrete questions affecting British political and commercial interests in that 
country. It is dillicult to compress within brief dimensions a review ot this nature, but 
it will be my endeavour to treat these various subjects as concisely as is consistent with 
lucidity, and I shall begin by summarizing the main elements in the Persian political 
situation, which will necessitate a recapitulation of some of the chief events oi the last 


Financial Position : Loans. 

Vim integrity and independence of Persia, the maintenance ol which may be 
regarded as the main object of our diplomacy at Tehran, has of late years been 
threatened by two principal dangers, the first, the acquisition by Russia ol an absolutely 
predominant influence over the Persian State, and the second, the hitters internal 
decomposition, due mainly to the weakness, extravagance, and financial exhaustion ot its 
Government. 

The former of these two dangers has, owing to the present condition ol Russia, 
ceased, for the immediate present, to he threatening, hut the second has within the last 
year or two shown signs of increasing, and unless something can he done to arrest it, an 
acute internal crisis in Persian affairs cannot, I think, long be delayed. Its primary 
cause, though deeper ones lie of course below it, is the personal character of the Slmli. 

Muzafler-ed-din Shah is probably the only Prince of the Kajar dynasty, who has 
shown conspicuous incapacity for the role of an autocratic monarch. Naturally kindly 
and well-meaning, hut weak, capricious, and almost totally uneducated, lie had lived lor 
more than fifty years, before lie came to the throne, in seclusion at Tabreez, as nominal 
Viceroy of the great Province of Azerbaijan, yet without any real control over its affairs, 
which were managed by his Vizier, under direct orders from Tehran. He was often 
kept so short of money there that lie had difficulty in paying the expenses of his house¬ 
hold; and accordingly, when lie ascended the throne, lie hastened to recoup himsell for 
these years of leanness by inconceivably reckless extravagance. In this course he was 
supported and encouraged by a gang of greedy and ignorant Turkish courtiers, who had 
long been waiting impatiently at Tabreez for his father’s death, in order to build up out 
{1618] G 
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of the public revenues, to the plunder of which the}’ looked forward, immense private 
fortunes for themselves. These men had no notion of politics, or of the rudiments of’ 
government; their one idea, whilst ministering to the weaknesses and vices of their 
sovereign, was to kill and cut up the goose with the golden eggs. It was as though 
Henry V, on ascending the Throne of England, had handed over to Ealstaff and Poins 
the control of the national exchequer. 

There were not indeed wanting in the new Shah’s Government abler men, who had 
served under his father, and to these the Shah and the Tabreez courtiers left the real 
administration of the country. Two of them, the Amin-es-Sultan, and the Amin-ed- 
Dowleli were successively Grand Viziers up to two years ago. Both were men of 
capacity, holding, in theory, modern views and in the domain of foreign affairs disposed 
to regard England rather than Russia as Persia’s best friend and guide. The Amin-es- 
Sultan was the cleverer and stronger politician of the two, hut was inferior in real 
patriotism and integrity to the Amin-cd-Uowleh, and far readier to sacrifice his 
own convictions, and the interests of his country to personal considerations or 
ambitious. 

For the first two years of the new reign the Amin-es-Sultan governed fairly 
satisfactorily, hut he was eventually overthrown and exiled to Koom hy a Court 
camarilla, which considered him too powerful, and he was succeeded as Grand Vizier hy 
the Amin-cd-Dowleh. 

In the meanwhile, the extravagance of the Shah and the Turkish courtiers had 
produced its natural result. The revenue no longer sufficed to cover the expenditure, 
the troops and officials were unpaid and mutinous, the remoter provinces began to 
get out of hand, and the Persian Government found itself obliged to endeavour to meet 
the deficit hy a loan. 

'Phe Amin-ed-Dowleh, after sounding without success Syndicates in neutral 
countries, such as Holland and Belgium, resolved, as he must choose between England and 
Russia, to apply, in the first instance, to England, and, notwithstanding great difficulties, 
was on the point of effecting an arrangemant with English capitalist", when a combina¬ 
tion of Court, priestly, and Russian influences brought about his dismissal in the 
summer of 189(i. Recalled from Koom, and reinstated as Grand Vizier, the Amin-es- 
Sultan reversed his predecessor’s policy. A variety of causes, which it would lake too 
long to examine in detail, had alienated him from the English and predisposed him to 
the Russian interest, and on his failing to obtain from England a loan on his own 
terms, he concluded, behind our backs, the Russian Loan Contract of January 1900, 
which threw Persia for a time completely into the arms of Russia, and rendered 
that Power more supreme at Tehran than she had ever been for the previous quarter of 
a century. 

It is important to note the principal features of this Loan Contract, because it is 
on them that much of later Persian politics hinges. The Loan itself, which was 
practically advanced hy the Russian State, was for 2,250,000/. at 5 per cent., to he repaid, 
in capital and interest, in seventy years out of the revenues of the entire customs of 
Persia, with the exception ot those of “ Ears and the Persian Gulf,” a loose expression 
which lias occasioned much subsequent controversy. It was redeemable in January 
1910, hut until it should have been redeemed the Persian Government was prohibited 
from contracting any fresh foreign loan without the approval of the Russian Govern¬ 
ment. In the event of Persia’s failure to pay the interest, the Russian hank was to be 
entitled to place controllers in the custom-houses, whose receipts constituted its 
security, and until the debt was paid the Persian Government was precluded from 
reducing the customs duties without the consent of the bank. 

Those were the only formal conditions, hut hy a secret Agreement the Convention 
of 1889 prohibiting Persia from building railways in her territory without the consent 
of Russia was prolonged for another ten years, and it is believed, though it has never 
been conclusively proved, that Persia pledged herself to allow the passage of Russian 
troops through her territory in the event of hostilities between Russia and “ any other 
Asiatic Power.” 

The loan, obtained at the cost of closing for the future the English and all other 
foreign market* save the Russian <o the Persian State, was, as had been foreseen hy the 
Russian Government, quickly squandered hy the Shah and the Turkish courtiers. A 
great part of it was expended on the Royal journey to Europe in 1900, in the course 
of which the Shah, with an immense and costly retinue, visited all the great Courts of 
Europe except Berlin and London, and in 1901, when 1 first went to Persia, the 
embarrassments of t lie State were as great as before the conclusion of the loan. 

Throe alternatives confronted the Grand Vizier : he might either augment the land 


tax and elfeef simultaneous economies in the administration ; or he might increase 
indirect taxation by means of higher customs duties; or lastly, he might contract 
another foreign loan. From the first course he recoiled as likely to alienate the Court 
party and the upper classes generally. The second necessitated negotiations with 
Russia, and also with Turkey, whose Treaties gave her a right to specific treatment for 
her goods in Persia, and these were accordingly opened with both Governments. 
Against the third the Amin-es-Sultan long struggled, hut the Shah and his entourage 
had enjoyed their European tour too much not to wish to repeat it, and His Majesty’s 
decision to revisit Europe in 1902 forced the Grand Vizier again to apply for the foreign 
financial assistance without which the royal journey v’as impossible. 

It is only fair to the Amin-es-Sultan to say that, completely dependent though he 
was, owing to his past mistakes, upon Russia, he realized the dangers of his situation, 
and endeavoured, as far as he dared, to recover his balance. Great as was Russian 
influence when I first went to Persia, there were even then slight indications that the 
tide was beginning to turn. The Amiu-cs-Sultan was exceedingly cordial towards me. 
In April 1902, when in pressing need of money, he borrowed 200,000/. at 12 per cent, 
from the Imperial Bank of Persia (which, as the Shah’s State Bank, might be held not 
to be barred from such advances by the Loan Contract of 1900), on the security of the 
Customs of Ears and the Persian Gulf. He bestowed, as an earnest of his goodwill 
towards English interests, an important concession upon Mr. D’Arcy, an English 
capitalist, in the form of a monopoly for the working of the oil-fields throughout 
Central and Southern Persia. He concluded with me the Central Persian Telegraph 
Convention, hy which the Indo-European Telegraph Department obtained the control of 
a new overland telegraph line connecting Tehran with Quetta vitl Kerman and the 
Seistan border. He was also willing that the loan, which he foresaw he would have to 
raise for the Shah’s second journey, should be shared in hy the Imperial Bank of 
Persia, and he would probably have borrowed from His Majesty’s Government, through 
the nominal agency of that institution, if the Indian Council had not objected to this 
method and insisted on any advance to Persia being made directly hy the Government 
of India, and subject to certain pledges in connection with Tariff revision, which the 
Grand Vizier’s relations with Russia made it very difficult for him to give. '' He was 
thus compelled, not altogether willingly, to negotiate for financial assistance with 
Russia alone, and the terms on which she was ready to give it were more onerous than 
had been the case two years before. 

She required— 

1. The extension till 1912 of the period during which Persia was precluded from 
borrowing in any but the Russian market. 

2. The construction by a Russian Company of a carriage road from the Russian 
Trans-Caucasian frontier to Tabreez and Tehran. 

3. As compensation for the grant to us of the Central Persia line a Russian 
telegraph line from Meshed along the Afghan frontier to Seistan. 

4. The appointment in connection with Tariff revision of Russian officials in the 
Persian Customs Department, and the exclusion of England from all participation in, or 
knowledge of, the projected alteration in the Customs duties. 

5. The construction of a Russian pipe-line from Baku right across Persia from north 
to south, with an outlet on the Persian Gulf. 

For these concessions she was prepared to allow Persia to alter her Tariff and to 
advance to her a further sum of 1,000,()()()/. 

It is scarcely necessary to dwell on the veal object of the pipe-line condition. 'Phe 
Russian Government did not probably seriously contemplate taking a pipe-line from the 
Caspian to the Persian Gulf across the huge mountain ranges and arid plateaux of 
Persia. The proposed concession would, however, have afforded a pretext for 
establishing a Russian station at a point on the Gulf, at which the southern end of the 
pipe-line was to be situated, for working from that point northward with parties of 
Russian engineers, and Cossack guards to protect them, and for getting into relations 
with the semi-independent Chiefs of South-Western Persia, who would have been won 
over hy Russian subsidies, as well as by promises of Russian support against the 

* Note inserted by request of the India Oflioe :— 

‘‘Ilis Majesty’s Government wore not themselves in a position to provide the necessary funds, and tho 
question of finding' the money from Indian revenues was referred to the India Office. Objection was taken 
there to making the advance through the agency of the Imperial Bank, but the Secretary of State in Council 
agreed to supply funds for a direct loan to the Persian Government in return for certain concessions, one of 
which was that the contemplated change in the Per-ian Taiiff should be negotiated with Ilis Majesty's 
Government as well a-with Kussin." 
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encroachments of the Central Government. The Amin-es-Sultan saw the danger, ana 
used our proffered advance and another offer from Mr. D’Arcy of a loan of 300,000/., in 
the form of a discount of the royalties on his oil-fields, in order to be at down the Russian 

terms. In this he was partially successful. M. de A\ itte, fearing that the. Persian 

Government might borrow from English sources, and thus escape from his grasp, 
withdrew the demand for the pipe-line to the Persian Gulf, and modified the one 
respecting the Meshed-Seistan telegraph line, which, it was agreed, should he constructed 
and worked by the Persian Government out of the proceeds of the new million to be lent 
by Russia. A verbal promise was at the same time given by the Shah that the services 
of Russian signallers should be employed on this line by the Persian Ministry of 

Telegraphs, and that its Seistan end should not he connected with the Central Persian 

or Indian telegraphic systems. The Russian Government had already at an earlier stage 
in flic negotiations waived its claim to place Russian officials in the Customs, so long as 
the interest on the loan was regularly paid, in return for a promise from the Persian 
Government to dismiss Mr. Maclean, the English chief of the Persian Mint, and to 
employ no other English officials in its service. 

On Ibis basis the second Russian Loan of April 1902 was concluded, and the money 
provided for the Shah’s second journey to Europe. The incidents of the first journey 
were repented. Huge sums were expended in the purchase of useless toys, gramophones, 
the newest kinds of spurting rides, and fireworks being ordered by the thousand, whilst 
jewellery was profusely lavished on Parisian courtesans, and at the opening of the year 
lOO.w the resources of the Slate were again exhausted.'- The Russian Government 
again let it he known that a third loan o! 1,000,000/., or even more, would he 
forthcoming in return for fresh surrenders of Persian independence, and this time 
one of the concessions asked was a Russian railway from the fran-caspian frontier to a 
point on the Indian Ocean within striking distance of the British frontier. Threatened 
by Court intrigues and In a clerical Mahmmnedan movement against his subservience 
to Russia, the Amin-es-Sultan would not even discuss this proposal. He, however, 
applied to St. 1’elerslmrgh in March 1903 for an advance of 200,000/., secured on the 
royalties of the Caspian sea fisheries, which were leased to a Russian subject. This 
money the Russian Government wa-> prepared to give in return for a practical control of 
the Persian Mint, which would have enabled the Russian Bank to sweep out of existence 
its rival, the Imperial Bank of Persia, one of the most important British institutions in 
the country. 

At this juiietur 1 '. His Majesty's Government offered to advance the 20 i»,0(m»/. 
desired through the nominal agency of the Imperial Bank (which, f (> r technical reasons 
connected with it - com-i'—hm, was unable to undertake the Caspian li-hules opetaliou 
itself), and merely asked for the assignment as a supplemental - } guarantee of the 
revenues of the po-l- and telegraphs, and of the Customs of Pars and of the Persian 
Gull. These conditions were accepted by the Persian Government, and though the 
Russian Legation strongly remonstrated with the Amin-es-Sultan in private, it did not 
venture to protest officially against this violation of the spirit, if not of the letter, of the 
eailier Loan Agreements, and thus involve itself in a diplomatic controversy with 
England. The sum actually advanced was small, hut the political and moral effects 
were very great. The Russian loan monopoly, with its far-reaching effects on the Shah’s 
independence, had been publicly overthrown. The British Government at the same 
time, h t it he umierstooil, that a further sum up to ,100,000/. would he placed by it (al-c 
through the Impeiial Bank as nominal lender), at the disposal of the Persian Govern¬ 
ment on conditions t.• he discussed later on, and that a eontiilmtiou m the nature of a 
subsuL might he Imlhemiimg in return for an undertaking by the Shah to grant no 
roads, railway-, or other concessions, whether political or commercial, to foreigners 
other than English, within an aiea including Seistan and the southern provinces of 
Persia, lathe meantime, the iorce.- working against, the Amin-es-Sultan were daily 
gaining confidence and strength. The opposition, consisting of the Court or Turki-h 
party, always hostile to the Prime Minister of the day, of the more liberal and patriotic 
elements, which disliked the Russian loans, and d ‘sired the return ot the Amin-ed- 
Dowleh, of the Ulema, who complained that the country had been sold to infidels and 
of the eommeicial classes, who objected to the increased duties levied under the new 
Tariff, stirred up disouleis throughout the provinces against the Government, and 

* !i i- fair I > -t.m ii,.u i lu- urinal atii.uii.t ivmwd 1 1 > Persia wnlrr ilu- m-c<>i.<1 Loan .VgH-rineiii was 
only iitn■ ut Ton.non,a- .'SOii.oite/, wine u-tunn-d l>y tlu> ihis-iati Uomm nment for tin* pa\meat of advances 

*• u rtunpti eumant made dmiiu tin- negutiatiun-. Itu—ia'.- puiiev has always been to make successive 
small advance- at I 114 I 1 mito-i in tin Hi.di. which have e\cntuallv to he 1 nn-olidated into a larger political 
loan.—.\. 11. II. 
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brought about in the autumn of 1903 the dismissal for the second time of the Amin-es- 
Sultan. His place was taken by the Ain-ed-Dowleh, who still continues Grand Vizier. 
This statesman, a grandson of Hath Ali Shah and a member of the Turkish Court 
party, had been a strong Provincial Governor, but was totally unqualified by education 
or experience for the management of Persia’s difficult and complex foreign affairs. 
Proud, reactionary, and credited with a dislike to all Europeans as such, lie seemed 
disposed duving the earlier months of his administration to hold the balance fairly 
evenly between Russian and English influence, with a slight leaning, if tiny thing, 
towards the latter; and he declared that he would restore the national finances, not by 
fresh loans, which he professed to consider suicidal, but by a thorough reorganization of 
the system of internal taxation. In the spring of ] 90!- he endeavoured to carryout 
this plan, with the assistance of M. Rails, the Belgian Minister of Customs, by 
establishing in every province a Sanduk, or local Treasury, into which all the internal 
taxes were to be paid by the Provincial Governors, and which, after itself paying fixed 
salaries and the cost of their admini-tration to the local officials, was to remit the 
surplus to the Central or General Treasury at Tehran. 

Undoubtedly, if this system had been properly carried out a very useful reform 
would have been effected ; the taxc.- would not have been spent locally, or in other 
words misappropri tted by the provincial authorities, and a considerable sum, which now 
never reaches Tehran, would have been available for the extinction of the deficit, the 
jjayment of the interest on the debt, and the reorganization of the present worthless 
arm\. 

Unfortunately, the scheme never got much beyond the paper stage : the Shah, 
Grand Vizier, and courtiers still sold provinces to the highest bidder and were thus forced 
to allow the purchasers to recoup themselves out of local revenues; the Princes of the 
Royal House, such as the Vali-Ahd, and the Shua-es-Sullaneh, who ruled the richest 
and most extensive provinces, could not be compelled to yield obedience to the new 
s\stem, and such economies, as were elected by it, were of little practical use, the 
money realized by them being lavished by the Shall on his favourites or on Lite members 
of his family, instead of being applied to public object-. The Customs revenue at the 
same time suffered from the effect of the war with Japan on Ru-sian trade with Persia, 
and in the summer of 1904, less than a year after he had taken office, the Ain-ed- 
Dowleh applied to the British Legation fora further loan of 200,000/., which he professed 
to desire in order to restore the dam at Aliwaz on the Upper Kanin, and thus fertilize 
the Province of Arabistan. 

His Majesty’s Government replied that they could not advance money for the Aliwaz 
dam, unless they were satisfied that the undertaking would not he prejudicial to British 
interests on the Karun, hut that they would dispatch an engineer from India to examine 
and report to them on this question. In the meantime they were willing to make a 
further advance of 190,000/., repayable in twenty years, and secured on the same 
revenues, as those specified in the Loan Agreement of April 1903, viz., the Fisheries, 
Post* *• amt Telegraphs, and the Customs of the Persian Gulf. An arrangement on these 
lines was concluded, again through the Imperial Bank as nominal lender, in September 
1904, and Colonel Morion, of the Indian Irrigation Service, was sent to Aliwaz to study 
the question of the dam, on which he is still engaged. 

Unable to obtain more from England, the Ain-cd-Dowleli next sounded Russia, 
pleading that he needed money to reorganize the Persian army, and make it strong 
enough to put down the internal disturbances, of which the Russian Government had so 
frequently complained. Russia offered in reply an immediate advance of 400,000/. on 
condition that the proposed military reorganization slmuld he entrusted to Russian 
officers, and that the contracts of certain Austrian instructors, who had recently been 
invited to Persia, should be cancelled; but this proposal was considered inadmissible 
by the Persian Government and the negotiations for the time fell through. In the 
spring ul 1900, however, the question of a third ro}al visit to Europe had again to he 
laced. The Ain-ed-Dowleh, who hated both the journey and its cost, resisted it as 
stubbornly as he could, till the Shah plainly threatened to deprive him of office, unless 
he provided the necessary fund- and arranged for him to proceed to Contrexeville and 
Paris. .4 sufficient sum for the actual journey was scraped together from various 
sotttcc-, the Grand \ izier himself contributing to it from his private income, but it 
was necessary to make provision for carrying on the Government in the Shah’s absence, 
ami for paying arrears, which, in presence of an annual deficit of about 300,000/. per 
annum, had been for some time mounting up. The Persian Government now conceived 
the idea of asking the Imperial Bank, which had already lent it rather more than the 
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terms of its concession allowed, for a sum of 150,000/. as a discount on, or redemption 
of, the annual royalty of 4,000/. which it has to pay to the Shah, and when this proposal 
fell through, owing to difficulties made by the Bank’s lawyers, it succeeded in obtaining 
the sum of $0,000/., repayable in four years at 12 per cent, per annum from Russia, the 
Russian Government being desirous of conciliating the Vali-Ahd, who was to act as 
Regent in his father’-, absence, and to whom therefore this money would he paid. This, 
however, was a mere temporary palliative, and since the Shah’s return to Persia 
negotiations with llis Majesty’s Government for financial assistance have been resumed. 

A month ago, the Persian Government declared itself, through its Minister in 
London, willing in return for a further loan from Indian revenues of 200,000/.:— 

1. To undertake to give no railway or road concessions to foreigners in S'cistan or 
Southern Persia, thus cutting oil Russia from communication by a Russo-Persian. 
Railway with the Indian land frontier and the shores of the Indian Ocean. 

2. To interpret the expression “ Fars and the Persian Gulf,” employed in the Russian 
Roan Contracts in the sense desired by the Government of India, viz., as covering all 
the ports of Southern Persia, whether on the Persian Gulf, the Gulf of Oman, or the 
Indian Ocean. 

An Agreement to this effect appeared imminent, but the Ain-ed-Dowleh has since 
increased his demands and now wishes for an English loan of 800,000/., stating that, 
should he fail to obtain it, he will have to turn to Russia, and accept an offer made 
by her of a third Russian loan of 1,500,000/. to he advanced on certain secret political 
conditions which he declares himself unable at present to reveal. 

It appears scarcely probable, that in her present state Russia could make a loan of 
this description, though it must not he forgotten that the temptation to retrieve in the 
midtlh* East the position, which she has lost on the Pacific, might conceivably influence 
M. de Witte and might induce him to affect an infinitesimal portion of the 50,000,000/. 
he has just raised in Europe to the purchase of a strong vantage-ground in Persia. 
Russia was willing in the worst days of the -Japanese war to advance 500,000/. for the 
control of the Persian army, ami while it appears to me most probable that the Grand 
Vizier is resorting to the tactics of bluff and blackmail habitual with his countrymen, I 
should not wish to express myself with undue confidence to this elfcct. When I left 
Persist last September, M. \aus informed me that it would lie absolutely necessary for 
the Persian Government to obtain a third large loan, either from Russia or Great 
Britain, or both, in order to consolidate and convert the numerous small advances on 
account current, hearing interest at 12 per cent., which have been made to it by the 
Russian and Imperial Ranks. The Customs, Northern and Southern, would still probably 
hear the payment of interest on another loan of 1,000.000/. or 1,500,000/. After that, 
the moitgageahle revenues of the Persian State will he exhausted, and unless a portion 
of the money borrowed is expended on the reorganization of the finances and of the 
army, instead of being wasted by the Shah and his favourites, the moment must soon 
come when the Persian Government will be unable to meet its liabilities, to pay its 
officials ami troops, and to maintain such elementary order, as it still preserves in its 
more tranquil provinces. Should this situation arise, some steps will have to he taken 
for the protection of the commerce, and personal security of Europeans, and for the 
maintenance of some form ol government by Great Britain, or Russia, or both. 

How long the evil day can he deferred 1 would not myself venture to pronounce 
with any certainty. M. Nans believes that it will come in three years at the latest; hut 
he does not perhaps sufficiently allow for the fact that the army and officials of the 
Shah are accustomed to being unpaid for long periods, and to recouping themselves by 
preying on a docile Oriental population. Moreover, if Persia ceases to pay the interest 
and sinking fund on her debt, the Russians will be entitled under their loan agreements 
to take possession of the Customs, other than those of Fars and the Persian Gulf, in 
winch case we should, doubtless, though no stipulation to that effect exists in our own 
Loan Agreements, he justified in adopting similar measures in the south. It does not 
necessarily follow that a step of this kind on the part of Persia’s foreign creditors would 
produce an immediate explosion of Mahommedan fanaticism against the Government of 
the Shah, though the chances are that it might do so, and that the two Governments 
might find themselves compelled to support their action by a show of force. 

Although, however, the financial problem is the most pressing one with which Persia 
has to deal, it by no means exhausts her difficulties: it is essential for her that site 
should he able to reorganize her army, and thus acquire the means of enforcing within 
her territories a respect for the Shah’s authority, which it has altogether ceased to 
command. 



Condition of the Army. 

The so-called Persian army, which is by way of numbering 130,000 men, costs the 
country 500,000/. a-yeav; hut is in reality an ill-armed and undisciplined mob, on which the 
Government is quite unable to rely. An opportunity occurred a year ago, on the death 
of the Commander-in-chicf, a brother of the present Grand Vizier, for reorganizing this 
force, and rendering it, efficient for Hie only purpose for which it can be employed, viz., 
the maintenance of internal order; and the Ain-ed-Dowleh was advised to disband a 
large portion of it, anti to create out of the remainder a well-drilled and regularly-paid 
gendarmerie of say 50,000 men, garrisoning all the principal centres of Persia, and 
sufficiently mobile to he able to put down with rapidity any local or tribal rebellion. 
Had he followed this advice he could have economized a sufficient sum of money to 
extingui-h the deficit, and could have furnished the Shah with an efficient military 
weapon in place of the worthless one which now constitutes so heavy a drain on his 
resources. He was not, however, able to resist the temptation of manipulating to his 
own use the large military budget, and all that he did was to put the Commandership- 
in-chief into Commission, and divide its emoluments and perquisites among twelve 
Sirdars, of whom he himself was one. 

The army thus remains what it lias been ever since the accession of Muzaffer-ed- 
din-Shah, a force existing mainly in order to provide large salaries for a number of 
Princes (some of them infants) and Royal favourites, who appropriate, in addition to 
these salaries, the pay and rations of the regiments which they are supposed to command, 
and many of which exist only upon paper. 

It would take too long to illustrate in detail the deplorable condition of the army : 
guns and uniforms arc supposed to be supplied to it, but the money set apart for this 
purpose goes into the pockets of the officers, from generals to subalterns. The troops 
arc in rags, and when Lord Downe came to Tehran a few years ago to confer the Garter 
on the Shah, his military instincts were outraged by the spectacle of a sentry at the 
Palace, who, in the absence of a musket, presented arms to him with the broken leg of 
a table. 

As a consequence of this state of things, extensive tracts forming part of the Shah’s 
kingdom have been for some years past in a state of practical anarchy and rebellion, 
'throughout the Province of Luristan, across which an English Company has a 
concession for a commercial road, the authority of the Persian Government has 
altogether ceased to exist. The tribes have revolted against the extortion and 
oppression of the Shah’s officials, and cannot he reduced to submission. Three years 
ago they stripped and disarmed a regiment of 800 Persian regulars which was marching 
through their country, and no steps to punish this outrage have yet been taken by the 
Court ol Tehran. When, moreover, as occasionally happens, outbreaks against 
unpopular Governors take place in large cities, the troops are not only unable to repress 
them, hut have sometimes taken the part ol the rioters, and joined them in plundering 
the peaceful population. It may be regarded as almost certain that if a serious or 
general uprising against the Government of (he Shah were to occur, the army would 
prove absolutely useless. 

The only element in it which might do its duly is the so-called Cossack Brigade 
at Tehran, consisting, on paper, ol about 1,500 men, under the command of a Russian 
Colonel, whose services arc lent to Persia by the Czar. But this force, though regularly 
paid and well equipped and drilled, could not he counted on to obey its Russian officers 
in the event of disorders inspired by Mahommedan fanaticism. 


The Clerical Party ■ its Relations with England and Turkey. 

A third element of weakness with which the Persian Government has to reckon, is 
to he found in the position, claims, and influence of the Shiah clergy ; and this branch 
of Persian politics, which has not always received sufficient attention, is one deserving to 
he carefully watched and studied. 

The Shiah, or Persian form of Mahommedanism, differs from the Sunni, not merely 
in that it teaches a different doctrine about the Caliphate, but in that— 

1. It draws a sharp distinction between the spiritual and temporal powers not found 
in other Mahommedan States; and 

2. Inculcates a belief in “ Ijtihad,” or continuous revelation, through the medium of 
the clergy, in opposition to the Sunni view, which is that revelation is now closed. 
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In Turkey, Morocco, and most Sunni countries, the temporal Sovereign is either 
the Caliph or, as in Egypt, the Caliph’s deputy and representative, and is thus able to 
control the clergy and introduce reforms in the application of the theocratic Mahom- 
medan Law, which are not always in harmony with its fundamental precepts. 

According to the theory of the Shiahs, the Shah is a mere usurper, the heir of a 
soldier of fortune who seized the throne by force, and is regarded by the Ulema with 
feelings akin to those entertained for their Piedmontese Sovereign by the ultramontane 
clergy of Rome. The more orthodox Shiah divines even think it unlawful to offer 
public prayers for him as Sovereign. The legitimate Ruler of Persia is in their eyes 
the last of the twelve Imams, or hereditary successors of the Caliph Ali, who disappeared 
some 800 years ago in Mesopotamia, and is supposed by a miracle to be still living there 
in some unknown retreat till it shall please God to permit him to reappear as the 
Mahdi, whose reign is to precede the day of judgment. Pending this reappearance of 
the last Imam, his authority is assumed to be vested in the I Leads ol the Persian 
spiritualty, and these alone are regarded by really pious Shiahs as the lawful leaders of 
the Faithful. Under strong Sovereigns these pretensions have not been and need not 
he taken too .-.eriously ; but under a weak Ruler, like the present Shah, they are a 
factor which cannot be ignored. 

One great difficulty in dealing with them lies in the loose organization, or rather 
want of organization, of the Shiah Church, which combines with Papal pretensions a 
total lack of the discipline of the Papal system. There is no spiritual authority corre¬ 
sponding to the Pope, or even to a College of Cardinals or Bishops. The nearest 
resemblance to it is to he found in the pre-eminence enjoyed throughout the Shiah 
world by some four or five great Doctors of the Law living at the holy cities of Nejef and 
Kerhcla in Turkish A labia, who arc universally recognized as Mujtahids, i.e., as men 
whose sanctity and religious learning invests them with the power of ljtihad, or revela¬ 
tion of the Divine "Will, and enables them to issue infallible commands to the Faithful. 
But although then; great divines are the universally accepted leaders of the spiritualty, 
there are in almost every large Persian city two or three Ulema, who also claim to be 
and are recognized by public opinion as Mujtahids, and who in that capacity are in 
constant contliet with the representatives of the civil power. The influence of these 
inferior Mujtahids is not an unmixed evil. They often champion the cause of the 
humbler classes against oppressive Governors, and their antagonism to the State makes 
them to some extent independent mouthpieces of national sentiment; but, on the other 
hand, they are determined opponents of all progress on modern lines, and the frequent 
advocates of intolerance and persecution in the case of Armenians, less, Raids, and 
other dissenters from the orthodox faith, whilst many of them are personally rapacious 
and corrupt. Having no one recognized or unchallenged Head, the civil power is unable 
to eotHude any binding Concordat with this hierarchy, and its helplessness in dealing 
with them is increased by the circumstance that the most powerful among them reside 
in Turkey, a country whose relations with Persia have in the past been very frequently 
unfriendly. It is almost impossible to draw a parallel between the Mujtahids and any 
force to he found in the religious history of Christendom. The nearest one that 1 can 
think of is the position of the Scotch clergy under the immediate successors of Knox, 
but for the analogy to be complete, it would be necessary to suppose that the Scotch 
Church in the days of Melville was governed, not by its own national synods, but by the 
dicta of the great Calvinistie doctors of Zurich and Geneva, and that these dicta, not 
only on religious, but also on secular questions, were regarded by the people of Scotland 
ns overriding any laws merely enacted by the secular Government. 

The influence of the Mujtahids lum during the last ten or fifteen years, in proportion 
as the authority of the Slmh has grown weaker, had important political etlects. it was 
fhey who, instigated by Russia, overthrew the English Tobacco Regie, and compelled 
Nasr-ed-diu Shah to cancel the monopoK lie had given it, thus obliging him to pay it 
a large sum in compensation, which Jie had to borrow from the Imperial Rank of Persia, 
and thereby lay the foundation of Persia’s present debt. 

Under the present Shall, they have undoubtedly intimidated the Court, when there 
lias been a question of sacrificing Persian interests in exchange for foreign financial 
assistance, though in the case of the Russian Loans of 1900 and 1902, and of the Tariff 
Revision, against which they have violently protested, their intervention has come too 
late to he effective. 

In 1903, the chief Mujtahids at Nejef issued a Fetwali excommunicating the Amin- 
es-Sultan, which would have rendered his position very difficult, even if it had not been 
undermined through other causes. They have carried on an agitation against the 
Belgian t ustom- Administration, which has been so far successful that M. IS" a us has left 



Persia, nominally on a diplomatic Mission to Constantinople, from which it seems doubtful 
whether he will return. They are now in open opposition to the present Grand Vizier, 
who, unlike his predecessors, has been too avaricious to keep them in good temper by 
liberal presents. Last month they instigated a fanatical mob to destroy the newly- 
erected buildings of the Russian Bank at Tehran, and this demonstration is believed to 
be the prelude of a fresh campaign by them against the Government. Their power for 
good or evil is, to some extent, paralysed by the want of cohesion among them, and the 
intense personal jealousies which divide their leaders; but if any man of real capacity or 
statesman-like qualities were to arise at Nejef, ihe great Shiah University in Turkey, who 
were to be recognized, like the late Mirza Hassan Ashtiyani, the destroyer of the Regie, 
as their undisputed head, it is conceivable that be might, in the present slate of Persia, 
effect a revolution and even hurl the Shah from his throne. 

The relations of the Mujtahids with the British Government and its representatives, 
if we except the episode of the Regie, have been on the whole very friendly, even in 
places like Isfahan and Shiraz where they come into conflict with our missionaries. A 
valuable lever in our possession is the so-called Oudh bequest, a fund left by the last 
King of Oudh for religious purposes at Kerbeln and Nejef, and administered under the 
supeivFiou of the British Residency at Baghdad. This enables our Resident, as well as 
his Vice-Consul at Iverbcla, who is always an Indian Shiah, to maintain close relations 
with the great doctors at Xejef, Kerhcla, Kazimain and Samara, whilst the clergy in 
Persia itself, who have always candidates for a share in these religious endowments, find 
it to their advantage to he on iriendly terms with the British Legation at Tehran, in 
order that the Minister may say a good word for themselves or for their friends at 
Baghdad. "When in the summer of 1903, just before the fall of the Amin-es-Sultan, the 
Persian clergy were stirring up fanatical outbreaks against that Minister and ihe new 
TaritI at Tabreez, Isfahan, and elsewhere, 1 offered to exert our influence with the principal 
Mujtahid at Nejef on behalf of the Persian Government, and my offer was willingly 
accepted by the Amin-es-Sultan. It was indeed widely believed that IIis Majesty’s 
Government were working the clergy in Turkish Arabia against the Russophile policy of 
the Grand Vizier, and although there was lit tie foundation in fact for this belief, the 
suspicion that we might have recourse to such tactics in an extreme emergency, lias 
acted within recent years as a wholesome deterrent on Persian statesmen. 

T ought, perhaps, before leaving this special subject, to say something of the con¬ 
nection existing between the Mujtahids and the Sultan of Turkey, which has been 
steadily cultivated by the latter as part of his Pan-lslainic policy. It is remarkable that 
the old hatred and jealousy between Sunni and Shiah Mahommodans, though by no 
means a thing of the past, has of late considerably diminished, largely owing to the 
action of the Sultan, whose Ambassador at Tehran is in very close touch with the leaders 
of the clerical party, and who himself sends presents to the principal Persian Ulema, 
and is believed to employ one of the ablest among them as his secret political agent. 
On several occasions the Mujtahids have attempted to appeal to the Sultan from the 
Shah, and to invoke the assistance of Constantinople against measures, such as Lite 
Russian Loans or the employment of Belgians in the IVr.dan Admini.stiation, which 
they deemed detrimental to Islam. Several of them have asked my nd\iee as to a closer 
union between Persia and Turkey against the common enemy in the North, and ] have 
been surprised to hear from Persian pulpits panegyrics, doubtless not very sincere, on 
the Sultan, w ho not so long ago would have been deemed, as the successor of Omar, 
only worthy of curses and execrations. Without attaching too much significance to 
these symptoms, it would, 1 think, be unwise in a student of the politics of Islam to 
disregard their existence altogether. 


Babism and other Anti-dynastic Elements. 

'Young Persia. 

Nor would it be right in estimating the spiritual forces at work in Persia, and their 
possible hearing upon her political future, not to touch, if only briefly, upon Bubism 
This late development, little more than half a century old, of Shiah Mahommeilanism 
lias now become a distinct religion, numbering large quantities of avowed and larger 
still of secret votaries in all ranks of Persian society. Its influence may be regarded u-> 
balancing, to some extent, that of the Mujtahids, to whom it is bitterly hostile. Indeed, 
1 am inclined to think that its spread L due not so much to the attractions of a 
philosophy very congenial to the Persian mind, and more liberal and rational than 
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that of Islam, as (o its protest against the greed and worldliness of the orthodox 
clergy. 

A certain natural sympathy, which every European who examines it, will probably 
feel with Babhm, whether in its Ezeli or Behai form, must not, however, blind its 
English student to the fact that the Bahi movement, if it were successful, might dis¬ 
integrate Persia, and that many of its leaders have been induced by the encouragement 
received by it from Russia to lean to some extent on that Power. There is no real 
reason why this should be so, indeed, the Chief of one of the two Bahi sects lives in 
Cyprus under our i.rotection, and draws, I believe, a small pension from u->. I observed, 
the other day, a report in the press to the effect that the head of the rival or Behai 
community of Babis—Abbas Effcmli—had been expelled from Acre by the Turks, and it 
occurred to me at the time that it might be a good move on our part to ofFcr him 
hospitality in Egypt. 

Politically speaking, both the Bahi sects are unfriendly to the Kajar dynasty on 
account of the execution of the Bab and the cruel persecutions which followed it, hut 
though they might join in a revolutionary movement they are not strong enough to 
initiate one on their own account. As it is, they are constantly exposed in the large 
cities of Persia to the danger of massacre or pillage at the hands of mobs instigated by 
bigoted or greedy Mullahs, and. the Government is too weak or too indifferent to their 
interests to protect them. After the massacre of the Babis at Yezd, in the summer of 
1905, I asked for compensation for the Bahi employd of an English firm who had been 
toitured to death on a mere suspicion of heresy by fanatics, hut was begged by the 
Persian Government as a special favour not to press the matter, the Shah being 
unwilling at that juncture to offend the clergy. 

Distinct from, hut sometimes blending with Babism, is the small revolutionary party 
founded by the late Seyyid Jcmal-ud-Dln, whose aim is to overthrow the Kajar dynasty 
and establish a kind of Republic. Rome of the adherents of this party are Pan- 
Islamists, as was Jemal-ud-Din himself, in the sense that they advocate a reunion of 
all Moslems under an elected Chief or Council, others merely seek to realize in Persia 
the ideals of the <! Young Turkey” school. Beth these elements have hitherto been 
of little practical importance, hut it seems possible that the ideas which they represent, 
however alien they may he to traditional Oriental conceptions, may become more widely 
diffused as the result of what is going on in Russia. The spectacle of the fall of the 
most powerful of autocracies is being watched with keen interest in Persia, not merely, 

1 think, because of its possible ell'ect on the future relations of the two countries, but 
also because of the feeling that what has taken place in Russia might take place in 
Persia likewise, and because with the overthrow of the autocratic power at St. Peters- 
burgh the Kajar dynasty really losses its most powerful temporary prop against an 
attack from within. These anti-dynastic groups are, on the whole, anti-Russian, as is 
generally speaking the larger, so-called Young Persian party, which, without desiring 
the fall of the dynasty, seeks its political ideals in the liberal west. The late Com¬ 
mander of the Cossack Brigade, Colonel Kosokofski, who knew Persia well, often told 
me that one of the most dangerous factors, from a Russian point of view, was “la jeune 
Pi rse,” and though I am inclined to suspect that he exaggerated this danger, there is, I 
believe, a good deal to ln> said for his view. I am certainly of opinion that it is in our 
interest that the younger generation of Persians should learn French and become 
imbued with the spirit of Liberalism, and 1 have always from this point of view done 
my best to encourage the “Alliance Frangaise,” the Persian “Ecole des Sciences 
Politiques,” and other similar institutions existing at Tehran for the diffusion of 
western culture under the French form in which alone it has much chance of spreading 
in Persia. 

1 have endeavoured to describe in the above pages the various forces at work under 
the surface of Persian politics, whose action may help to break up the present regime, 
if it fails to reoiganize its finances and its army. There is, however, one more element 
to be considered in such an eventuality, viz., the semi-independent tribes, who occupy 
a large portion of the south and west. 


The Tribes. 

Ever since the accession of Nasr-ed-din Shah and even before it the Court of 
Tolu an has pursued a steadily centralizing policy, and has sought to sap or break the 
power of the old feudal and tribal Chiefs. In Khorassan, Seistan, and Baluchistan, as 
well as in the greater pirt of Ears, it lias been almost completely successful, hut in the 
mme mountainous regions of the west the lack of an efficient army has prevented it 
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from really establishing its authority. The Kurds in western Azerbaijan, in Ardilan, and 
in Kurdistan proper, still yield only a nominal allegiance to the Shah ; the anarchical 
condition of Luristan has already been mentioned ; further south the Bakhtiaris and the 
Arabs of the Karun Valley, of whom the Kab tribe is the most powerful, have preserved 
a practical autonomy. With the two last-mentioned tribes, the Bakhtiaris and the Kab 
Arabs, the relations of the British Legation have been peculiarly close, though efforts to 
undermine them have been made of late years by Russian agents. The Bakhtiari Chiefs 
are largely guided in their dealings with the Tehran Government by the friendly advice 
of the British Consul-General at Ispahan, and they look to our support as well as to 
their own swords to protect their liberties against encroachments at the hands of Persian 
officials, and against the danger of absorption or conquest by Russia, when the break up 
of the Persian monarchy, which they believe to be not far distant, takes place. 

Sheikh Khazal of Mohammerah, the present Chief of the Kab Arabs, has received from 
us an assurance of protection, in case his sovereign should attempt to deprive him of 
the authority, which he now wields as a hereditary tribal Chief on the south-western 
frontier of Persia, and inasmuch as he can put some 10,000 or 15,000 fairly well-armed 
Arabs into the field, lie is in no real danger of having his power shaken hv the Persians, 
who could only attack Mohammerah from the side of the coast, and therefore only with 
the permission of our ships. 

The increasing weakness and decay of the Persian State is not, I think, likely to 
affect the position of these semi-independent tribes and Chiefs, except in so far as it 
tends to discourage Tehran from embarking on any new attempt to render its authority 
over them more effective; hut it is just possible that in the event of the collapse of the 
Persian Government, some of them would throw off their allegiance to the Shah, 
and that the Sheikh of Mohammerah in particular might attempt to acquire a position 
similar to the one now enjoyed by Sheikh Mubarek of Koweit. 

It is also possible that these tribes might fight among themselves: just at present 
the relations between Sheikh Khazal and the Bakhtiaris are somewhat strained, chiefly 
owing to the fault of the latter, and the Persian Government has constantly striven to 
make bad blood between them, with the object of using the Bakhtiaris in order to 
help it to destroy the power of the Sheikhs of Mohammerah. I have always, I need 
hardly say, impressed both on the Sheikh and’on the Bakhtiari Khans the extreme 
importance in their own interests of cordial relations with one another, and with the 
British Government as the common friend of both. But it is not too certain that wise 
counsels of this nature would prevail amidst the confusion and struggle of conflicting 
ambitions, which might attend an upheaval throughout Persia, following on the collapse 
of the Central Government. 


Probable Attitude of Russia and England in the event of a Dissolution of the Persian State . 

Assuming that such a collapse were to take place, the question next arises as to 
what would he the attitude of the two neighbouring Powers, Russia and Great Britain, 
both of whom are for different reasons deeply interested in the future of Persia. It 
appears to me evident that the Russian Government has long foreseen this eventuality 
and has shaped its policy in preparation for it. For many years it has done all it could 
to discourage any measures, which could contribute to the stability or progress of Persia. 
It has prevented the introduction of railways. It has encouraged the extravagance of 
tlie Shah by the facility with which it has granted loans, knowing that lie would squander 
them, and lias steadily declined any co-operation or even discussion with England as to 
the best means of preventing a financial breakdown. It has in fact counted on being 
able, if the Persian Government became bankrupt, and if as a consequence disturbances 
broke ou( through the country, to send a military force across the frontier and 
re-establish single-handed the authority of the Kajar dynasty, just as we did that of the 
Khedives in Egypt at the time of the Arabi rebellion. 'Flic effect of such a military 
intervention would, it doubtless foresaw, secure for Russia a position in Persia analogous 
to that obtained by Great Britain in Egypt, and the Shall, restored by Russian bayonets 
would become a mere puppet in the hands of a Russian Resident at Tehran. 

His Majesty’s Government, alive to this danger, decided, after full consideration of 
the question, that in the event of internal disturbances in Persia, the isolated action of 
Russia could not be acquiesced in, and that if, on whatever pretext, Russian troops were 
to enter Azerbaijan or Khorassan, a corresponding step should he taken by the Govern¬ 
ment of India in Seistan, or in the Persian Gull, or in both. The occupation by British 
troops of Seistan, of Bunder Abbas, and of Bushire would not, in the plan contemplated 
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by them, have assumed the character of a demonstration against Russia. On the 
contrary it would have been plausibly represented to her as a measure of co-operation, 
both powers interfering simultaneously, and if Russia were willing, in concert, to defend 
their respective interests and maintain order in the regions adjacent to their respective 
frontiers, in view of the inability of the Persian Government to protect them adequately 
itself. Inasmuch as one of the great objects of Russian policy is to penetrate to the 
Persian Gulf and the Indian Ocean after gradually converting Persia into a Russian 
Egypt, it is obvious that a British occupation of either Seistan, lying as it does across the 
only route from Meshed to the Indian Seas, or of the principal ports of southern Persia, 
would defeat that object, and would compel the Russian Government to discuss the 
Persian question with England, and submit to its solution by some compromise accept¬ 
able to her. 

Although the Russian Government has not been directly informed of this intention 
on our part, it is probably well aware of its existence, for I was authorized to state to the 
Amin-es-Sultan in the summer of 1903, when there was talk oi a Russian intervention 
to suppress revolutionary disturbances at Tabreez that any entry of Russian troops into 
Persian territory for such a purpose would oblige us lo take identical measures in the 
south and east, and I am pretty certain that this information was communicated to 
the Russian Legation. A similar communication was made by me to the Ain-ed-Dowleh, 
when that Minister assumed office a few months later, and I cannot but suspect that the 
conviction entertained at St. Petersburg!! that we should not permit Russia, in the event 
of a rebellion or civil war in Persia, to pacify the country single-handed, may have 
combined with olhci considerations to determine the ovcitures made by Count Bencken- 
dorff to your predecessor just before the outbreak of the Japanese war for some modus 
vivendi as regards tlm Middle-Eastern question. 

Possible Anylo-Russian Undcrstundiny. 

The war in the Far East put an end to the exchange of' views between the Russian 
and the British Governments on this question before it had got beyond the academic 
stage, but with the conclusion of peace, the possibility of some such under-landing has 
again been tentatively discussed, and llis Majesty’s Ambassador at St. Pelersburgh 
informed me a few weeks ago that, whilst lie deemed it unwise for us to display any 
eagerness to effect a settlement, and thought that the time had hardly yet come for it, 
lie did not believe that it need in itself present any very great difficulties. 

My own view has always been that the only basis on which such a settlement could 
be effected would he not a partition of Persia into rival spheres of influence, which would 
mean sooner or later an English Protectorate over the south and the definite abandon¬ 
ment of Russia's aspirations to reach the open ocean, and would therefore be 
unacceptable to her, but a suspension of the diplomatic conflict which has so long raged 
between the two Powers at Tehran, and an understanding on the lines of the Austro- 
Russian Agreement respecting the Balkan Peninsula that both should combine to 
preserve the existence of Persia as a neutral Stale, by imposing on the Shah such a 
simple scheme of financial and administrative reform as would avert or at least for the 
present delay the dissolution of the Persian Monarchy. 

In the present condition of Russia any serious negotiations for the attainment of 
this object are obviously difficult, and could only he entered upon when some more 
stable Russian Government has been evolved out of the existing chaos. But, although 
the internal situation in Persia is growing rapidly worse, some years appear likely to 
elapse before an active intervention on the part of her neighbours becomes inevitable, so 
that there is still time for careful consideration of the best methods for dealing with the 
crisis when it actually arrives. Some persons believe that the death of the Shall and 
the accession of the Valialul, who is stronger and a good deal more avaricious, might at 
the last moment avert it. Personally speaking, I feel little confidence in the capacity of 
any Prince of the Knjar Dynasty to carry through unaided the radical reform essential if 
the country is to he set on its feet again. This Dynasty, as always happens after a few 
generations in the Mahommedan East, with the single exception of Turkey (an exception 
due, in my belief, to the peculiar marriage customs of the house of Olhman), has 
become degenerate and effete, and commands neither nllcclion nor respect in any large 
section ot the Persian population. It would, in fact, in all probability have been 
overthrown before this, like those of the Zend, of Nadir 8hnh, and of tlm fefawis, but 
for the knowledge that any insurrection against its authority would bring about the 
armed intervention of Russia or Great Britain, or both, for the preservation of the 
status quo in lVrMu. 
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I have tried in the foregoing pages to indicate as clearly as possible the outlines of 
the Persian political situation in its bearing on the internal condition and foreign 
relations of the country. I now proceed to deal with concrete British interests, chiefly 
commercial, in the Shah’s dominions. 

British Trade with Persia: the New Tariff. 

The annexed statement of statistics (Appendix B), compiled for last year by the 
Belgian Customs Department at Tehran, will show that the British Empire occupies the 
second place among the countries trading with Persia, but that, although Persia’s 
exports to Great Britain, India, and other British possessions are much smaller than 
her exports to Russia, British imports into Persia do not fall far below those of 
Russia. 

Up to 1903 British goods entering Persia and Persian goods exported to the 
British Empire paid a duty of 5 per cent, ad valorem, in accordance with tbe most¬ 
favoured-nation clause in the Anglo-Persian Treaty of 1854. This 5 per cent. 
ad valorem duty was fixed by tbe Treaty of Turkomanchai (1828) between Russia and 
Persia, and could not therefore be increased by Persia without the consent of the 
Russian Government. It is much to be regretted that, when, after our war with 
Persia, we concluded the Treaty of Paris, we did not insert a similar stipulation instead 
of being content with the mere most-favoured-nation clause. The result of this 
omission was that when in 1901 tbe Persian Government decided to increase its 
revenue by raising its Customs duties, it had only to deal with Russia and Turkey, 
and was legally free to impose upon our commerce any Tariff which it could get 
those two Powers to accept. We had, no doubt, a moral right, in view of our peculiar 
relations with Persia, and the volume of our trade with her, to be consulted in the 
matter, and we were so consulted to some extent, and so far as the Russian Government 
would allow it. We were able, in fact, to obtain a reduction of the very high duty 
which the new Tariff originally contemplated on tea, and to which grave exception was 
taken by the Government of India. But it was obvious from the first that the Russian 
Government, which was the real master of the situation, would only accept a rearrange¬ 
ment of the duties such as was desired by Persia, on condition that it should be 
favourable to those articles in which Russian trade was chiefly inlm*sted and that Liie 
increased taxation should he furnished by imports from countries other than Russia, 
such as silks, wines, and brandies, which come chiefly from France, teas and indigo 
from India, and numerous classes of manufactured articles produced chiefly in Germany 
and Austria. 

it so happened that our principal imports, such as prinfs, piece-goods, Nc., belonged 
to the same class as the chief imports of Russia, and as the Persian Government could 
not formally differentiate between the products of the various countries with which it 
had Treaties, these classes of English goods benefited by the favourable treatment 
accorded to similar imports from Russia. When, therefore. [ sent homo, a year before 
it was to come into operation, the new Tariff which the Persian Government proposed to 
introduce 1 as the result of its negotiations with Russia, Hie Board of trade was of 
opinion that it would not prove so injurious to British commercial interests as to justify 
the adoption of any violent or far-fetched measures, such as, raj., a refusal to submit to 
it on the technical ground that, although accepted by Turkey, it had not been accepted 
by Egypt, which could still claim for her goods the treatment of the old Turco-Persian 
Conventions, or the organization under our auspices of a movement by the clergy and 
commercial classes in Persia itself against it. 

Accordingly, though the Government of India considered it detrimental to Indian 
interests, 1 was instructed to offer to accept it, on condition that the Persian Govern¬ 
ment concluded with us an identic Treaty which would give us the legal right, not 
hitherto enjoyed by us, to prevent Persia from increasing at any future time the 
duties specified in it without first obtaining our consent. That she might do this to 
provide the security for fresh Russian loans was by no means an unlikely danger. On 
these lines I concluded the Anglo-Persian Convention of February 1903, which, whilst 
applying the new Tariff to English imports, gave us a control over all future Tariff 
revision, and established in commercial and Customs matters a species of Anglo-Uussian 
condominium. 

Up to the present the effects of the new^Tariff do not appear to have been felt 
to any appreciable extent by English trade; the import of tea from India having 
increased, notwithstanding the higher duty, and I am disposed to think that the 
disproportionate increase in Russian imports previous to the outbreak of the Japanese 
[ 1618 ] F 
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war is due partly to the activity of the Russian Bank, which finances on favourable 
terms and otherwise assists Persian merchants trading exclusively with Russia, and 
partly to the bounties given by the Russian Government to Russian firms dealing with 
Persia, and to the subsidies accorded for political motives to Russian steamers trading 
with the Persian Gulf, which run—even with this assistance—at a loss. A certain 
impetus seems likely to be given to Russian trade by the decision of the Russian 
Government, to inaugurate on the roads worked by Russian Companies in Northern 
Persia a service of motor-ears for Russian goods, in the hope that by this means Russia 
may capture the markets of Central Persia in which England still competes with her, 
and the best means by which this danger can be combated were receiving, when I 
left Persia in September last, the anxious consideration of the British and Indian 
Governments. 

Th is last question leads, by a natural transition, to that of the road and other 
Concessions held by British Companies in Persia. 


British Road Concessions in Persia. 

Many years ago, the Imperial Bank of Persia obtained permission to construct and 
levy tolls on a road from Tehran to Room, Sultanabad, and Ahwaz, on the Karun, with 
a branch from Room to Isfahan. The first section of this road, that from Tehran to 
Room was, however, the only one which the bank really made, and in 1902 it determined 
to resell it to the Persian Government on the ground that the expenditure involved in 
its maintenance was unauthorized by the terms of its Charter. 

In view of the danger that this road, the main artery of communication with the 
south, might eventually pass into Russian hands, His Majesty’s Government intervened 
and effected an arrangement, by which the Imperial Bank’s Road Concessions were 
transferred to the so-called “ Per.-ian Transport Company,” a leading member of which, 
Mr. Henry Lynch, of the Euphrates and Tigris Steam Navigation Company, was largely 
interested in the navigation of the Karun, and had a practical monopoly of the steamers 
running between Ahwaz and Mohammerah. 

This Company is now busied with the prolongation of the road from Room to 
Isfahan, and has already completed that from Room to Sultanabad. The extension of 
the road beyond Sultanabad is, in consequence of the anarchy prevailing in Luristan, not 
at present practicable and communications between Ahwaz and Central Persia have 
been maintained by what is known as the Bakhtiari road, a caravan track constructed 
some years ago by Messrs. Lynch, Brothers, with the assistance of the Bakhtiari Khans 
from Ahwaz to Isfahan. 

This track traverses a very rugged and difficult country and is not practicable for 
wheeled traffic ; it is, moreover, closed by snow during several of the winter mouths. 
It has, however, several good bridges over rivers traversed by it, and is steadily 
competing as a trade route from the Persian Gulf with the more ordinary route from 
Bushin* across I he province of Pars, the southernmost or Rushire-Shiraz section of 
which is exceedingly bad, rising as it does from the coast to the Central Persian 
plateau over a series of most precipitous mountain ridges and defiles called kotels. 

'Polls am levied on the Ahwaz-Isfahan road by its “ concessionnaires ” the 
Bakhtiari Khans and their revenue from this source is increasing every year. As 
their right to levy these tolls has been to some extent guaranteed by the British 
Legation which interested itself in the construction of the road undertaken as it was by 
a British subject, and as the differences in the interpretation of the Agreements between 
the Khans and Mr. Lynch have been constantly referred to and settled by us, the 
Bakhtiari road is generally regarded in Persia as an English concern, and it is certainly 
valuable at the present as forming a link between the Karun River navigated as 
described above by Messrs. Lynch’s steamers, and the Isfahan-Tehran road worked 
by the British “Transport Company.” It may, indeed, be said thai the entire route 
from the mouth of the Euphrates to the capital of Persia is in this way directly or 
indirectly under British control. 


Karun Navigation. 

It cannot be alleged that the opening of the lower Karun to foreign navigation has 
been attended with the brilliant results hoped for when it was first sanctioned by the 
late Shah. Messrs. Lynch, who practically monopolize it, complain that their service of 
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steamers does not pay them, and that, they can only afford to run them as a branch of 
their more lucrative traffic on the Tigris and Euphrates. '1 his is largely due to the 
vexatious and short-sighted policy of the Persian Government, which, in its jealousy of 
foreign enterprise, and its suspicion that such enterprise is a cloak for political designs, 
does everything in its power to obsti net it. An unfailing means to this end is 
supplied by the system of embargoes on wheat and other agricultural produce. 

The recent Commercial Conventions with Great Britain and i.ussia provide tor the 
free export of good^ of every description, but allow the Persian Government to restrict it 
when such restriction is necessitated “ par les besoms de “alimentation puhlique.’ I his 
exceptional provision ha* now been made by the Persian Government the rule', and the 
free export of grain an exception, on the pretext of preventing famines, but really 
because tiie provincial Governors find it convenient to he bribed in order to allow the 
smuggling of grain out iff their districts. The Central Government is fully aware of 
this, but Tt fears to prohibit these embargoes lest the provincial authorities should make 
the pretended existence of scarcity lesulting from an excessive export of grain a pretext 
for not paying their taxes. Repeated representations have been made on this subject 
by His Majesty’s > egalion, hut s> far only with partial success. We have, however, 
obtained from the Persian Government a sort of promise that embargoes will not 
suddenly be imposed without notification to the Legation, thus guarding against the 
danger that large quantities of grain actually purchased and paid for by British traders 
should not he allowed to he exported unless f lie exporters are prepared to pay an amount 
of blackmail to the authorities of a nature to swallow up their profits. 


Other British Interests: the Telegraphs, Bank , 8 fC. 

The remaining British interests in Persia are :— 

(i.) The two Telegraph Administrations, viz., the Indo-European Company, which 
works the telegraph line from Julfa, on the Russian frontier, through Tabreez and 
Tehran; and the Indo-European Telegraph Department or the Government of India, 
which w'orks— 

(a.) The line from Tehran to Bushire ; 

(h.) The submarine cable from Bushire to Jask ; 

(c.) The line along the coast from Jask to Knrrachee ; and 

(d.) The overland line lately constructed from Tehran to Quetta, viff Yezd and 
Kerman. 

With respect to the Indo-European Telegraph Department, I would take the 
opportunity of mentioning one point, which I think worthy of notice: under the various 
Telegraph Conventions concluded by us with Persia, we pay the Shah certain royalties 
out of the revenue realized by us from these lines. The Jask royalty, tor example, is 
about 600/. per annum, and a still larger sum will probably he forthcoming when the 
new Central Persian line is in regular working order. A threat to suspend for a time 
the payment of these royalties lias sometimes proved an efficacious means of inducing 
the Persian Government to settle claims, or to abandon an obstructive attitude to them, 
where other means of persuasion have failed. 

(ii.) The Imperial Bank of Persia. —This Bank is on the whole the most important 
and valuable British institution in the Shah’s dominions. It was founded in 1889 in 
virtue of a Persian concession and a British charter. Its capital paid up was 1,000,090/., 
subsequently reduced by the writing-off of losses, principally in exchange and silver, to 
650,000/. By the terms of the charter there is a liability in case of insolvency equal to 
the paid-up capital. This capital may be increased to 3,000,000/. Bank-notes may be 
issued in Persia to the extent of the paid-up capital, guaranteed by a metallic reserve of 
33 per cent. The present amount of the note issue varies from 250,000/. to 300,000/., 
four-fifths of which is in Tehran alone. Advances to the Government may not exceed 
one-third of the paid-up capital. The majority of the Board lias to be of British 
nationality. 

Operations of the Bank. —The Bank— 

(a.) Issues notes; 

(b.) Takes deposits and discounts bills; 

(c.) Buys and sells foreign exchange and imports silver for coinage; 

(d.) Makes advances to the Government; 

(e.) Makes advances to private individuals. 
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The results of the working of the Bank have been satisfactory excepting the heavy 
silver loss in 1895, and its position is sound in every respect. 

The profits have been, for the first twelve years of its existence— 


Year. 

Amount. 







£ s. d. 


September 1890 .. 

1891 .. 




67,863 16 5 

47,771 13 3 



1892 .. 




71,020 3 2 


» 

189,3 .. 




38,798 1 5 


1894 .. 




29,318 13 10 



1895 .. 




29,275 6 11 


1896 .. 




46,220 14 9 



1S97 .. 




41,773 11 7 



1898 .. 




39,266 11 7 



1899 .. 




40,661 13 10 



1900 .. 




53,147 5 2 



1901 .. 




44,461 14 5 


1J 

1902 .. 




56,670 11 1 



Of these profits— 

75 per cent, are made in Tehran, which holds about one-third of the capital. 

14 per cent, are made at Persian branches, 

11 per cent, in London, which has one-half of the capital and all the reserves. 

The fact of so large a portion of the capital and the totality of the reserves being 
retained in London is a strong feature. 

The important points in the working of the Bank, from a political point of view, are 
as follows:— 

(n.) The issue of notes, by which it practically controls the currency in Tehran and 
some other places. 

(b.) The advances to the Government. These, politically, are of very great value, 
the most eifective action that can be exercised over the Persian Government being 
through the purse. Since the Russian Loan Contract of 1901, when all Government 
debts to the bank wore paid off, they have amounted to nearly 800,000/. 

(c.) Advances to private individuals. These advances, which are frequently made to 
high personages about the Court, Provincial Governors, &c., although having no security 
beyond the signatures of the borrowers and their guarantors, have, during an experience 
of more than fourteen years, proved to be sound, and, being generally granted with a 
good deal ot caution, have so far occasioned no losses. It need scarcely be added that 
they give a considerable hold over influential dignitaries and Ministers. The result of 
these loans to individuals has been to reduce the rate of interest from 24 per cent, and 
18 per cent., the charge of native bankers, to 12 per cent., below which it is difficult to 
work on account of the heavy exchange risk due to the enormous fluctuations in the 
price of silver in London. Interest is allowed on deposits at (5 per cent., and in some 
cases higher. Native and Armenian bankers allow interest at 12 per cent, in account 
current. 

The bank has served a most useful political purpose, as the Agency through which 
the Persian Government has been enabled to accept loans from Great Britain, without 
too flagrant a violation of the letter of the Russian Loan Contracts, and has thus 
succeeded in neutralizing the great danger arising out of those Agreements, namely, 
the acquisition by Russia of the sole right to grant supply to the Shah, and thus dominate 
a corrupt and spendthrift Government. 

It has also made advances itself up to nearly 800,000/. to the Persian Government, 
and could probably lend a good deal more with advantage to itself but for an unfortunate 
provision in its concession, which precludes it from lending to the Persian State more 
than one-third of its total paid-up capital. 

.lust before the fall of the Amin-es-Sullan 1 urged, with that Minister’s approval, 
on II is Majesty's Government the expediency of taking steps to modify this clause; 
but the Directors of Uie Imperial Bank, on being sounded by Lord Lausdowne, did not 
view the proposal with favour. Another recommendation which I made that the British 
Government should purchase a sufficiency of shares in the Bank to be able to control its 
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policy and apply the funds, when necessary, for the furtherance of our political objects 
in Persia, much as the late Earl of Beaconsfield purchased the Khedive’s shares in the 
Suez Canal, was deemed at the time impracticable in London but was much less 
unfavourably viewed at Calcutta. T merely mention it here now as it is conceivable 
that the question may again arise, if any extensive expenditure should become necessary 
in order to meet Russia’s new commercial schemes. The Russian Bank (Banque 
d’Escompte de Perse), which has no private shareholders, and is in reality a Department 
of the Russian Treasury, working far more for political than for commercial objects, is 
placed at a great advantage as compared with its English rival by the greater freedom 
of action, which its close connection with, and exclusive control by, the State confers 
upon it. 

Except for the issue of notes—which is the monopoly of the English Bank—the 
business of the Banque d’Escompte de Perse is similar to that of the Imperial, but its 
sole shareholder is the Russian Government, and its loans, as distinct from its advances 
on current account, are provided either by the Russian Treasury or the Emperor’s 
Privy Purse. 

It, however, does pawnbroking business and trades in Russian goods, the latter so 
successfully, owing to its Government backing, that it is fast driving all other traders in 
them, even Russians, out of the field. 

To native traders who import only Russian goods, the Banque d’Escompte makes 
advances below 12 per cent., viz., 10 per cent., and sometimes 9 per cent., but its 
charges for small loans or pledges are generally a good deal higher than those of the 
Imperial Bank. 

(iii.) The Oil Concession: General Difficulties in the iraij of Tiade .—’Phis concession, 
whose holders have the exclusive right to w’ork the oil-fields throughout Persia with the 
exception of those in the Provinces of Azerbaijan, Ghilan, Mazandcran, and Khorassan, 
has recently been transferred to the Burma h Oil Corporation, who have undertaken to 
develop the Persian oil-fields, provided the existence of oil in commercial quantities 
can be proved, as alleged by the engineers and other experts by whom they have been 
examined. 

Considerable success has attended the efforts made by Mr. D’Arcy, the first holder 
of the concession, near Kasri-Shireen, in the Province of Kermanshali; but the hopes 
of those interested in the enterprise centre in the fields further to the south, lying 
chiefly in Arabistan, and at Dalleki, a-day’s journey north-east of Bushire, as it would 
be easy, at so short a distance from the coast or the Karun River, to convey oil in pipe¬ 
lines without running the risk that, these might be destroyed or interfered with (as 
would probably happen in I he Kermanshali Province) by the rough tribes through 
whose country they must pass for many miles. 

It is as yet too early to hazard an opinion as to whether this oil enterprise will be 
crowned with success. Its promoters are very sanguine, but they have perhaps 
inadequately appreciated the difficulties attending all commercial undertakings in a 
country possessing no regular or efficient administration, whose authorities’ one idea in 
relation to commerce is to levy blackmail on it for their own personal and immediate 
profit. 

In this connection it must not be forgotten that no regular system of Tribunals or 
justice can be said to exist in Persia, and that the legal claims of British merchants 
have invariably to be supported by Consular and in the last resource by diplomatic 
pressure. The only judicial authority open to foreigners who have suits against 
Persians, is the Court of the Ivarguzar or Foreign Office \gent, to be found in every 
city of importance where foreign traders or foreign Consuls reside. 

These Karguzars, who buy their posts mainly as a commercial speculation from the 
Minister for Foreign Affairs, and receive their instructions from him, are, in the great 
majority of cases, as corrupt as most Persian officials, and their inclination to favour 
those of their own countrymen, who are prepared to pay them liberally tor settling 
their cases against foreigners, is only tempered by a fear of the Consuls of Great 
Britain and Russia, and by the hope that one or the other of these Powers may obtain 
their promotion, if they show themselves sufficiently subservient to its interests. As 
they are judicial not executive authorities, and are, moreover, almost always on 
bad terms with the local Governor, on whose perquisites their presence infringes, the 
latter usually objects to executing their decisions in favour of the foreign resident, who 
has succeeded in obtaining them, and insists on referring them to Tehran, with the 
result that the unfortunate foreign claimant has to wait months and sometimes even 
years before lie can get satisfaction. At Tehran itself these mixed cases are decided 
by the so-called Foreign Office Tribunal, or Mejlis-i-Muhakimat, whose President is 
[1618] (} 











named by the Minister for Foreign Affairs, and which, being under the eye of the 
Legations, is slightly less unsatisfactory than the Karguzar’s Courts. For some time 
past the Persian Government, at the suggestion ot its Belgian Legal Adviser, has con¬ 
templated some sort of codification of the law, and organization of the Courts, dealing 
with mixed cases, and a scheme was actually elaborated last year providing for a regular 
gradation of original and Appellate Tribunals, which were to decide mixed suits by the 
application ol a fairly simple commercial code, based on that now existing in Turkey. 
The plan, which was deserving of sympathy, w r as frustrated partly by the opposition of 
the clergy, who claimed that the spiritual, and not the temporal authority, was the only 
one competent to legislate in a matter of this kind, and that such legislation must be 
in strict accordance with the “ Khara,” a condition fatal to the equality before the law 
of Christian and Moslem suitors; and partly by that of Russia, always hostile to any 
measure likely to make for progress in Persia. The Russian Legation took its stand on 
an antiquated clause in the Treaty of Turkomanchai, providing for the hearing of mixed 
cases “ in the Shah’s Dcfters at Tehran and Tabreez,” and contended that the new 
scheme for an Appellate Court with independent Judges for the whole of Persia, was 
tantamount to an abrogation of this provision, and, consequently, ultra vires. In spite, 
therefore, of the loud and constant complaints of British merchants (those at Bushire 
addressed me on the subject when I was in the Gulf in 1903), there seems no prospect 
that any decent tribunals, or system of judicial reform, even of the kind existing in 
Turkey, will be established in Persia, and, until this is done, the future of any foreign 
commercial enterprise, not vigorously supported by the Government of the country to 
which its promoteis belong, must always be somewhat precarious. I have thought it my 
duty to give warnings in this sense to capitalists, who, like Mr. Warner, of the Standard 
Trust Company, have contemplated investing money in the establishment of water¬ 
works and cloth factories in Persia, as w r ell as to Mr. D’Arcy, who is thinking of obtaining 
a concession for the working of copper mines in the province of Kerman. It should 
be added that the present reactionary Grand Vizier is exceedingly averse to granting 
concessions to foreigners of any nationality, though on the other hand his xenophobia 
is less intense than bis love of money, and would probably yield, in any given case, to a 
sufficiently heavy bribe. 

I propose to close this review with a few remarks on the present position of the 
railway question in Persia. 

Hallway Question. 

It will be remembered that in 1889 an Agreement was concluded between the 
Amin-cs-'-'ultnn and the then Russian Minister,M. de Butzow,which prohibited the Persian 
Government from constructing or allowing the construction ot any railways in Persia for 
a period of ten years, without the permission of the Czar. This prohibition was not to 
be held to preclude the construction of aline from Tehran to the Shah’s Summer Palaces 
in the neighbouring hills, or that of tramway lines in, or close to, cities. A short line 
had, in fact, actually been made before the conclusion of this arrangement between 
Tehran and the shrine of Shah- Abdul-Azim, a place of pilgrimage some six miles distant 
on the road to Room and the south, and this line, worked by a Belgian Company, 
remains the sole railway in Persia, the only other one, a few miles in length, made by a 
Persian merchant, from A mol in Mazanderau to the Caspian, having been allowed to fall 
into decay. The result of this agreement was to prevent, so long as it lasted, the con¬ 
struction of any railway by any one; for although it did not formally prohibit the Persian 
Government from allowing the Russians to build a railway, it did so in effect, inasmuch 
as Nasr-eii-din Shah had given an engagement to England, the binding force of which 
had been admitted by his successor, that if ever Russia wore permitted to construct any 
railways in Persia, he would allow an English Company also to build one from Tehran to 
the southern coast of his dominions This pledge given to Russia in 1889, was renewed, 
as already stated, in 1899, as one of the conditions of the first Russian Loan; but some 
doubt appears to exist whether it was for five or ten years longer, and it has been found 
impossible by Ilia Majesty's Legation to obtain from the Persian Government an 
authentic copy of its actual wording in the form in which it was actually renewed. 

I believe, almost incredible as it may seem, that the only document on the subject 
is in the hands of the Russian Government, and consists of a Dast-hat, or autograph, by 
the Shah, scrawled across a Memorandum by Count Mournvieff. This Memorandum 
enumerates three conditions, which Russia attaches to her Loan:— 

1. The renewal of the Railway Agreement of 1889 for ten years. 
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2. The promise that Persia will contract no foreign loan till the repayment of the 
Russian Loan. 

3. An undertaking to affect the payment of the Russian Loan, and to pay into 
the Russian Bank for the purpose the entire revenues of the Persian monarchy. 

On the Memorandum the Shah wrote that he agreed to all the conditions except 
the last, which he considered excessive, and would only mortgage the Customs. I 
further believe that the Amin-es-Sultan and the Shah concealed from the other Ministers 
the renewal of the Railway Agreement for ten years under the impression that, if it got 
out, it would render the Amin unpopular, and deliberately allowed it to be believed, as 
it is by most persons, that the new term was for five years only. 

Whether, when it expires, it will be renewed for a third period, will depend chiefly 
on the state of Persia’s relations with Russia at the time. The Agreement is, of course, 
disliked and regarded as humiliating by all progressive Persians, but the Shah and his 
more conservative Ministers are not entirely averse to it, as they believe that, the con¬ 
struction of railways, whether Russian or English, would afford pretexts for increased 
foreign intervention in their affairs, and would render them more assailable by foreign 
armies. They fully realize that these railways could not be made either by the Persian 
State, or by private Persian capitalists, and that, inasmuch as with the exception of a 
line connecting Tehran with Bagdad, they would probably not pay, they would only be 
constructed for political purposes, and therefore on political lines. They are also aware 
that the new Russian road from Julfa to Tabreez and Tehran is being built by the 
Russian Government in such a way as to admit of its being turned at a very short notice 
into a railway. 

From our own point of view, we need not, I think, be eager to hasten the advent of 
the railway era in Persia. Different views will, no doubt, be taken of this question, 
according as we assign the chief importance to commercial or to military considerations. 
The opening of Persia to railways would undoubtedly be most advantageous to our trade, 
and might enable us to recapture many markets in the northern and centr.al parts ol the 
country, from which we have been driven by Russia, or in which we are feebly struggling 
to compete with her. On the other hand, it would mean sooner or later the linking up 
of the Russian and Indian railway systems, and, even without that, it would give Russia 
a very great advantage in any offensive operations which she might undertake against ua 
or against Afghanistan, through Persia. 

I have now completed, however imperfectly, my survey of the Persian political 
situation, and of the principal questions affecting British interests connected with it. 
I append to this survey, for convenience of reference :— 

1. A statement showing the liabilities of Persia to Russian and English creditors, 
and their relation to her revenues; and 

2. Figures showing the imports from and exports to the various foreign countries, 
trading with the Shah’s Empire, both of which may, l think, be found useful tor con¬ 
venience of reference. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) ARTHUR H. HARDINGE 


APPENDIX (A). 


Persian Finances. 

AS no budget is published by the Persian Government, any figures given can only he 
regarded as approximate. The revenue of Persia is roughly 1,1‘if),000/. and is made up as 
follows :— 


Item. 


Amount. 


Customs, after deducting administration expensos 

“ Maliat," or land tax 

Post and Telegraphs 

Royalties on Caspian fisheries 

Passports 

Crown domains ... 

Mint, concessions, and miscellaneous revenue 


£ 

440,000 

800,000 

15,000 

20,000 

50,000 

50,000 

50,000 


Total 


1,425,003 
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The expenditure is about 1,700,000/., viz.:— 


Item. 

Amount. 

Service of Debts... 

£ 

26G,000 

Diplomatic and Consular Service, and Foreign Office 

40,000 

Shah and members of Kajar tribe ... 

104,800 

Provincial administration (including part of payments to army) 

700,000 

Military Budget (not paid out of provincial revenue) 

300,000 

Cossack Brigade ... 

43,200 

Pensions... 

180,000 

Total.. 

1,700,000 


Of the “ Maliat,” or land revenue, estimated at from 700,000/. to 800,000/., very little reaches 
the Imperial Treasury, but many of the employes of the Central Government are paid out of 
drafts on the provincial treasuries, and much of the land rev'enue covers local expenditure. The 
Customs brought in last year a revenue of 4 10,000/., and M. Naus hopes that when the new 
tariff is regularly in force, which will take some little time, and when Russian trade has recovered 
from the effects of the war, and of the present revolutionary troubles that the revenue will rise to 
500,000/. ' 

Gf the 440,000/. derived from the Customs, the northern Customs, including in this term 
those of the western and eastern frontiers, contribute about 200,000/. and the southern about 
180,000/. a-year. 

These revenues are charged with this payment of the interest and sinking fund of the two 
Russian loans (of 11,200,000/.). i epreseuting an annual payment of 170,000/., with the payment of 
3*;,000/. per annum, representing the interest on the advances made at 12 per cent, in April 1001, 
and at various later dates by the Imperial Bank of Persia, and with a portion of the interest on 
the advances at .‘100,000/. (i.r., 21,000/.) made by Ilis Majesty’s Government in April 1903 and 
September 1901, which, though nominally also secured oil the Caspian Fisheries and the Posts 
will, as a matter of practical convenience, be entirely paid out of the Customs receipts, and with 
interest at 12 per cent, on advances. believed to equal about 170,000/. made on account current 
by the Banque d’Ksrumpte (20,400/.). 

The total annual charge on account at loans on the Customs of Persia is, therefore, roughly 
speaking, 250,()()()/. out of a total estimated revenue of 440,000/., of which 19(5.000/. are paid to 
Russia, and (10,000/. to Biitish creditors. 1 

There is. therefore, room for another loan at 5 per cent, of about 2,000,000/. on the northern, 
and nl about 3,20(>.OO|i/. interest and sinking fund on the southern Customs. 

In practice, however, such large loans as those indicated above cannot safely he raised bv 
the Persian Government. Its annual expenditure, including the charges on the loans, has 
almost always exceeded its receipts, since the accession of the present Shah, by 200,000/, to 
300.000/,, anil if it is to attempt to balance its budget by reducing its expenses, and reforming 
the ".Maliat,” and is to continue paying the interest on existing debts (failing which Russia 
forecloses on the northern Customs) it cannot venture to contract any further loan, hearing 
interest of more than 80,000/.. viz., one of about 1,500,000/., or if the Customs increase by another 
100,000/. of 2,000,000/. 

I’jVen this would la 1 most dangerous unless the money were employed remuneratively, i.e., in 
order to pros ide a suilieient force to crush resistance to increased taxation, and to the abolition 
of ruinous abuses. 

In connection with the above-described pecuniary liabilities, the Persian Government has 
entered into certain political engagements towards Russia and Great, Britain respectively, which, 
although recapitulated above, may be usefully restated for reference. 


1. Engagement* toward s Russia. 

1 he Persian Government has bound itself towards Russia :— 

(u.) To give the Russian Bank, in case of default, supervision, and if this is insufficient to 
ensure regular payment ot the interest due on ttm loans, control of the Customs pledged as 
security lor them, i.e.. all the Customs ot Persia save those ot Pars and the Persian Gulf. 

(/'•)_ Not to redeem the loan of 1901 till 1910, and not to redeem the loan of 1903 till 191i', 
giving six months’ notice' in each case. 



reasonably contended that a term of twenty years, or even ten, would constitute “ longue 
echdance,” but that one of five would be *■ courte 4cheance.” The Persian Government has, 
howevea, disregarded this consideration in its recent Agreements with us, it having been stipulated 
in the Arrangement of September 1904, that the sum of 300,000/. lent by His Majesty’s 
Government out of Indian revenues should be repaid in fixed annual instalments in twenty 
years. 

( d .) Persia has further undertaken, till the Russian loan is repaid, not to lower her duties 
without the consent of Russia, and this engagement has now been made independent of the 
repayment of the loan by its incorporation in a secret Article attached to the new Rusao-Persian 
Treaty. 


2. Engagements towards Great Britain. 

In 1897, under instructions from Lord Salisbury, Sir Charles Ilardinge, then Charge d’Affaires 
at Tehran, requested in a note, to which a Memorandum was annexed, an assurance from the 
Persian Government that under no circumstances whatever would the control of the Customs of 
Southern Persia be ceded to a foreign Power. 

The Memorandum annexed to this note pointed out that it would be a grave error of policy 
to pledge to foreign financiers the Customs revenues of the southern Persian ports. 

It added that Great Britain would protest against the alienation to si foreign Power of the 
Shah’s control over the Customs of his southern ports—an expression which was altered in the 
Persian text of the Memorandum “to control over the revenues of the Customs of Southern 
Persia.” The tlvn Mushir-ed-Dowleh on the 23rd October, 1897, replied to this note in a 
communication, of which the English translation in our archives runs as follows :— 

“You have written that there was a rumour that the Customs of Southern Persia would be 
placed under foreign ‘ supervision ’ and control as a guarantee for a loan, I therefore take this 
occasion of informing the Legation that this rumour is absolutely without foundation and that 
they will never be placed under foreign supervision or control.” 

The Persian text of this assurance is a little less precise, but the pledge contained in it 
debarred the Persian Government from pledging the Customs of the south to Russia in 1900, and 
they were expressly excluded in the loan contract of that year under the term “ Customs of Ears 
and* the Persian Gulf.” A good deal of discussion has taken place as to the exact meaning of 
this term, which, the Russians argue, does not include Mohaminerah, a river port not in Ears and 
not situated on the actual shores of the gulf, or the ports from .laslc to Guetter inclusive, which 
are not on the sea called the Persian Gulf, hut on the Indian Ocean outside it. 

It has been very difficult to extract from the Persian Government any definition of the sense, 
in which it used the term, but after very great pressure it was prevailed upon, in 1904, to declare 
that it had meant the term to cover all the southern ports, but could not undertake that the same 
meaning would be attached to it by the Russians as the other contracting party. It was, there¬ 
fore, informed that His Majesty’s Government took note of this statement as to the intention 
with which Persia had used the expression, and would enforce respect for the assurance given in 
1897 should any attempt be made to disregard it. A few weeks ago. in connection with recent 
negotiations for a fresh English loan, the Persian Government declared its willingness to construe 
the term without qualification in the sense desired by England. It should be noted in this 
connection that the “ ltcglement Douanier” formally accepted 'by both Russia and Great 
Britain in 1904 mentions both Mohaminerah and the ports eaBt of .Task as “ports du Golfe 
Persique.” 

A table is annexed showing the Persian Customs revenue, capitalized at 5 per cent., bo as to 
illustrate my remarks as to the limits of any new loan. I have not included in this table, as a 
liability on the Customs, the debts duo on account current to the Russian and the Imperial Banks, 
but only those whose payment is explicitly guaranteed by Customs revenue. It should, moreover, 
he remembered that the relative value of the northern and southern Customs may be a good 
deal altered by the new tariff, the general effect of which will be to lower the revenue derived 
from importations by Persia from the north, and to increase it on importations by her through 
the southern ports. 



Northern 

Customs. 


Capital 

Pledged 

£ 

... 5.200,000 

... 3,200,000 1 

Interest at 5 per cent. 

Intorest and sinking turn! 

£ 

200,000 

170,000 

Available 

... 2,000,000 



Southern Customs. 

^Capital 

Assigned 

£ 

... 3,000,000 

500,000 

Interest at f> per cent. 

Interest at 12 and 5 per cent.... 

£ 

180,000 

50,000 

Available 

... 3,100,000 
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Northern and Southern Customs together. 



! £ 


£ 

Capital 

8,800,000 

Interest at 5 per cent. 

440,000 

Pledged and assigned... 

3,600,000 

Interest of sinking fund 

216,000 

Available 

5,200,000 


260,000 


Northern and Southern Customs together — continued. 


1900 Russian Loan ... 

1902 

Roubles. 

22,500,000 

10,000,000 

1 

| Interest and sinking funds ... ji 

l,070,194 - 20 roubles, payable per 
annum at 9'50 roubles per £ 
(say) £170,000. 

Bonk Loans 

G overnmont Loans 

£ 

circa 300,000 
300,000 

Interest at 12 per cent. 

Interest at 8 per cent., including 
sinking fund 

£ 

36,000 per annum. 

24,500 „ 

60,000 


Total Trade. 



i 

Amount in— 


Krans. 

£ 3. d. 

Imports)... 

385,036,158 

7,700,642 15 1 

Exports ... ... ... ... ...1 

254,774,504 

5,095,710 1 1 

Total 

639,810,662 

12,796,352 16 2 

(Initialled) A. H. H. 


[401] No. 10. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 3.) 

(No. 3.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran , January 3, 190G. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India and Tabreez :— 

Perso-Turkish frontier dispute. Your telegram No. 97 of the 27th December. 

I am informed by the Turkish Embassy that the Sultan has refused to withdraw 
the Turkish troops, and that Djavid Pasha has left Constantinople with a military 
commission. 


APPENDIX (B). 


[402] 


No. 11. 


Statement illustrating the Trade of Persia with various Countries for the Year 1904. 


(N.B.—Tho pound is taken roughly at 60 krans.) 


Imports, from— 


Russia ... 

British Empiro 
Turkey ... 

Austria ... 
Germany 
Franco ... 

Italy 

Belgium ... 

I loll.mil ... 

I 'nitod States 

Afghanistan 

Miscellaneous 

Total 


Amount in— 


Krans. 

£ ,s. d. 

181,732,373 

3,691,017 9 2 

128,101,253 

2,568,025 1 2 

10,110,113 

201,802 5 2 

12,075,765 

241,515 6 0 

5,914,810 

118,816 4 0 

21,956,156 

439,123 2 5 

2,717,279 

54,945 11 7 

1,402,921 

28,058 8 5 

5S9,135 

11,788 14 0 

6,401,071 

128,021 8 5 

6,426,058 

128.521 3 2 

3,918,924 

78,378 1 7 

385,036,158 

7,700,642 15 1 


K 


iports to— 


Amount in- 


Russia . . 

British Empire 
Turkey ... 

Xustria ... 
Germany 
Franco ... 

Italy 

Belgium ... 

Holland ... 

United States 

Afghanistan 

Miscellaneous 

Total 


Krans. 

E s. it. 

155,512,359 

3,110,247 3 7 

21,113.178 

122.263 11 2 

35,75 1,187 

715,083 14 9 

Nil 

Nil 

17S,6R0 

3,573 12 0 

19,080,130 

381,608 12 0 

5,267,471 

105,369 8 5 

510,873 

10,817 9 2 

16,004 

339 5 7 

620,906 

12,418 2 5 

3,805,782 

76,115 12 5 

12,883,074 

25 <,673 9 7 

254,771,501 

1 

5,095,710 1 1 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 3.) 

(No. 4.) 

(Telegraphic). P. Tehran, January 3, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to Tabreez and Urmi :— 

“ My telegram No. 172 of the 1.1th December. 

“The Majid-es-Saltaneh has left Tabreez for Tillis. 

“It lias been suggested to me by His Majesty’s Consul-General that the Urmi 
Mullah should be allowed to return to LIrmi, and that the present would be a suitable 
opportunity for conceding this. I think this would produce a good impression at 
Urmi, and it would please the Grand Vizier and the Valiahd. 

“If I were allowed to use my discretion in the matter, 1 would of course try to 
get some concession in return.” 


[184/34] No. 12. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 5.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, January 3, 1906. 

YOUR telegram No. 182 of the 26th December. 

You should concert with Government of India and Consul-General at Bushire the 
best means of insuring that a force should ho available for dispatch to Tehran or any 
other part, of Persia with the least possible delay in the event of necessity arising. 

Object must he confined to rescue of British subjects and protection of their lives 
in emergency. 


[481] No. 13. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 4.) 

Sir, India Office, January 3, 1906. 

WITH reference to the Viceroy’s telegrams of the 18th December, 1905, and 
1st instant, propn-bnu to pend arms to Robat, where they would be available either for 
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Seistan or Meshed or any other place in the east of Persia in the case of necessity, I am 
directed by Mr. Secretary Morley to state that he sees no objection to the proposal, 
provided the necessary steps for conveying the arms to Robat and storing them there 
under a proper guard are taken in such a manner as not to awaken the suspicions of 
the Persian Government. 

Subject to this proviso, Mr. Morley would recommend, for Secretary Sir Edward 
Grey’s consideration, that the proposal of the Government of India should be 
approved. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


[402] No. 14. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant-Duff. 

(No. 0.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, January 4, 1906. 

RETURN of Mullah to Urumia. 

You may use your discretion as to allowing the Mullah to go back, as suggested 
in your telegram No. 4 of the 3rd instant, but some concession in return should 
be secured. 


[619] No. 15. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 5.) 

Sir, India Office, January 4, 1906. 

I AM directed by Mr. Secretary Morley to forward, for Secretary Sir E. 
Grey’s information, a copy of a letter from the Government of India relative to 
Sir A. Uardinge’s proposal that either the Consul at Turbat-i-IIaidari or some other 
Consular officer should proceed on a yearly tour to Astrabad, in order to report to llis 
Majesty's Legation on affairs in that province, for information regarding which 
dependence has now to he placed upon the news-letters of a native agent. 

Mr. Morley will he glad to be favoured with Sir E. Grey’s views upon the 
suggestion. 

I am, Ac. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


Inclosure in No. 15. 

Government of India to Mr. Brodrick. 

Sir, Port William , December 7, 1905. 

WE have the honour to refer to Sir A. Ilardinge’s despatch, dated the 9th September 
last, to tin' .Marquee of Lansdowne, in the concluding paragraph of which he suggests 
that an officer of the British Consular staff at Meshed or Turbat-i-1 laidari should pay 
an annual visit of inspection to Astrabad, in order to report on the state of affairs in 
that province to llis Britannic Majesty's Legation at Tehran, who are at present 
de| HMident for such information on the news-letters of a native agent. 

2. \\ e consider that, in the circumstances described by Sir Arthur llardinge, there 
is a good primd facie case in favour of tin 1 proposal; but before steps are taken to give 
effect to it, wo would suggest that advantage be taken of Sir A. Ilardinge’s presence in 
England to obtain an expression of his opinion as to whether the suggestion, if adopted, 
would be likely to cause offence to the Russian authorities, and provoke retaliatory 
action on their pail. 

Wo have, Ac. 

(Signed) MJXTO. 

A. T. ARUNDEL. 

DENZ1L 1BBETSON. 

II. ERLE RICHARDS. 

,1. R. I1EWETT. 

E. X. BAKER. 

C. 11. SCOTT. 
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Annex. 

Minute by Sir A. Hardinge. 

ASTRABAD. I do not think the Russians would like the annual visit I propose 5 
but they could not well resent it or regard it as unfriendly, as v r e have a Vice-Consul 
for Astrabad who is prevented from ever visiting the district by his duties as Imperial 
Bank Manager at Resht, an arrangement which I consider highly unsatisfactory. 

The Persians would like it, as they are completely under Russia’s heel there. If 
the Russians were to say anything to us about it, as they did about Yates’ tours in 
Northern Khorassan, we might offer to check our man’s activity on the Turcoman 
frontier, in return for their doing the same wdtli their Millers and Ovsienkos in the 
south-east, and even express willingness to suppress the Astrabad post altogether in 
return for their withdrawing theirs in Kerman and Bunder Abbas, where they have 
fewer interests than we have on the Caspian. I think with the Russians, the maxim of 
the offensive being the best defensive is specially applicable, and that no good is done 
by shoudng a deference to their susceptibilities which they do not reciprocate as 
regards ours. They cannot be more active and unfriendly in the south-east than they 
have already shown themselves, and if we were to give them “tit for tat’’ in the north, 
there is nothing more that they could do. This is not, of course, my primary reason 
for making the proposal, which I think, quite apart from Russian views, needs 
considering. 


[394] No. 16. 

Sir Edivard Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 1.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 5, 1906. 

ON the 30tli December the Persian Minister communicated a telegram from his 
Excellency the Mushir-ed-Dowleh to the effect that the Persian Government were not 
prepared to consent to the formation of a Mixed Commission to inquire into the 
Turco-Persian frontier dispute until the districts of Lahijan and Vaznch had boon 
evacuated by the Ottoman troops, llis Highness Mohammed Ali Khan was accordingly 
instructed to request that telegraphic instructions might be sent to llis Majesty’s 
Ambassador at Constantinople to support the representations which the Persian 
Ambassador had made to the Sublime Porte on the subject. 

I informed the Persian Minister, in reply, on the 3rd instant that both the British 
and Russian Ambassadors at Constantinople had strongly advised the Persian 
Ambassador to urge upon his Government the acceptance of the proposed arrangement, 
under which the Ottoman Government were to appoint a representative on the Mixed 
Commission, while retaining their troops at Lahijan and Vazneli. 

1 added that you had been instructed to use similar language to the Mushir-ed- 
Dowleh, and that lbs Majesty’s Government were unable to alter the views they had 
already expressed on the question. 

1 am, Ac. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[754] No. 17. 

Mr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 6.) 

(No. 12.) 

Sir, St. Petersburg/!, January 2, 1906. 

I LEAVE the honour to state that on the 31st December, 1905, I had a long 
conversation with the Persian Minister, who, I heard, had recently been received by 
Count LamsdorlT. 

I gathered from him that the Russian Minister at Tehran, M. Speyer, was not 
viewed with favour at the Russian Eoreign Office, lie is certainly not a persona grata 
at Tehran, where his conduct is regarded as violent and tactless. The Mushir-ul-Mulk 
thought that he would be recalled, and possibly replaced by AT. Ilartwig, the Director 
of the Eirst Department of the Eoreign Office. I may observe that 1 have reason to 
believe that M. ilartwig is anxious for the appointment, and has spoken to Count 
[1618] I 
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LamsdorfE on the subject, who recently informed me that he could ill spare his 
assistance. 

With regard to the general policy of Russia in Persia, the Mushir-ul-Mulk (who 
is the son of the Poreign Minister of Persia, and who has been brought Ijl Russia) 
affirmed very positively that he did not believe that the aims of Russia in that country 
were changed since the time of Count Nesselrode, nor would ever change. Russia, he 
stated, regarded Persia as marked out, not for formal annexation, but rather for 
gradual absorption by a process of peaceful penetration. The fact that Russian aims 
in Manchuria had been defeated was an additional reason why Russia should maintain 
her right to egress to warm water by the only path now open to her. lie regarded 
Russian policy in Manchuria and the Liaotung Peninsula as exactly the same as her 
policy in Persia- - that is, the policy of obtaining an armed port connected with the 
Russian Empire by a railway, constructed through foreign, though protected, territory, 
and guarded by Russian troops. The only guarantee which Persia could possess 
against such a policy was an internal reform, for if she appealed for help to a foreign 
Power she would only lose her independence in another fashion. lie had, he said, 
been more convinced than ever of the truth of this by his recent conversations at the 
Russian Poreign Office. 

On my alluding to the financial embarrassments of the Persian Government, he 
confessed that an offer of a loan had been mentioned, but said positively that his 
Government would never consent to conditions derogatory to the independence and 
dignity of the country, by which I understood him to mean financial control. 

It would appear to be a somewhat remarkable step for Russia to take, in her 
present financial condition, to offer a pecuniary advance to Persia; but the idea 
cannot be dismissed as incredible with regard to a Government which, on the eve of 
the conclusion of peace with Japan, appointed a Committee to consider the question 
of forest regulations in the Liaotung Peninsula. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 


[850] No. IS. 

Mr. F. Grant DutJ to Sir Edward Grey.—{Received January 6.) 

(No. 5.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 6, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

“My telegram No. 170 of the 16th December. 

“Iam informed by the Grand Vizier that he finds himself unable to meet his 
engagement to repay the 700,000 tomans advanced by the Bank beyond the legal limit 
of their concession. The position appears to be serious, unless assistance can be 
given from outside, for the Manager of the Bank here states that there is no hope of 
the Directors agreeing to a further postponement.” 


[1004] No. 19. 

Sir N. O'Conor to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 8.) 

(No. 5.) 

Sir, Pera, January 2, 1906. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 951 of the 27th December, 1905, I have 
the honour to inclose herewith further correspondence which I have received from 
the Persian Ambassador bearing upon the Tureo-Persian frontier incident, similar 
communications having been made to the Russian Ambassador. 

In speaking of his letter of the "27th December, the Persian Ambassador scorned 
to consider the extract from the “Journal” of the Russian Commissioner, Major- 
General Chirikow, was decisive as to the Persian claim to Lahidjan, but I remarked 
that I thought that it could only be icgarded, under the circumstances, as an 
expression of opinion devoid of the importance of a decision given as Arbitrator, and 
though not without its value, still insufficient to bind the Turks. 

The Ambassador admitted this, but produced a Report of the Turkish Com¬ 
missioner, Dervish Pasha, stating that Lahidjan was Persian. 


I showed him, however, the “ identic map ” agreed upon between the British and 
Russian Commissioners, which was communicated to the Turkish and Persian 
Governments in September 1869 or Eebruary 1870, with a copy of which his 
Highness seemed to be unprovided, and I pointed out to him that Kala Passova, 
which was now occupied by their troops and protested against by the Ottoman 
Government, was outside the zone of 20 to 40 miles reserved for delimitation by the 
Commissioners. 

Prince Mirza Khan seemed highly pleased with this information, for which he 
expressed his great gratitude. He said he would at once go to the Porte and ask for 
the production of the map, of which he himself had not a copy, and he hoped that 
this substantial evidence of their claim to Passova would induce the Ottoman 
Government to withdraw their troops from that place, and thus enable his Government 
to participate in the appointment of a Mixed Commission, as suggested by the 
Porte. 

Prince Mirza Khan has not since called upon me, so that I do not know whether 
any satisfactory progress has been made in the negotiations within the last week as a 
consequence of his last representations. 

T lifivp /fro 

(Signed) ’ N. R. O’CONOR. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 19. 

Prince Mirza Khan to Sir N. O’Conor. 

Ambassade Impe'riale de Perse, Constantinople, 

M. l’Ambassadeur et chcr Collogue, le 27 De'cembre, 1905. 

J’AI l’lionneur d’envoyer ci-inclus a votre Excellence la copie d’un extrait du 
journal du Gendral-Major Tchirikow, Commissaire Russe pour la delimitation Turco- 
Pcrsane. D’aprfcs oe document, votre Excellence verra quo la frontidre entre la Perse 
et la Turquic dans les endroits en litige est ddsignde naturellemcnt par unc chaine de 
inontagne appclee Kandili; le versant oriental appartient h la Perse, et l’occidental a 
la Turquie. Lahidjian, Passova, Veznd, et autres, se trouvant sur le versant oriental, 
ces endroits appartiennent, done, incontestablement a la Perse. 

Commc assurement le rapport idontique du Commissaire du Gouvcrnement 
Britanniquc doit sc trouver naturellement dans les archives de votre honorable 
Ambassade, votre Excellence, en cas de besoin, pourra le faire chercher. 

J’ai regu bier de notre Consul-General a Van un rapport dans lequel il m’informe 
que le Gouvernement Ottoman dirige huit bataillons d’infanterie, quatre rdgiments de 
cavaleric ITamidie, et deux batteries d’artillerie sur Lahidjian et Vcznd. Ainsi que je 
viens de le dire ci-haut, ces endroits appartiennent au Gouvernement Pcrsan. J’ai 
immddiatement ecrit une note a la Sublime Porte, dans laquelle je la prie d’arreter 
l’envoi de ces troupes, qui n’est pas conforme aux bonnes relations existant entro les 
deux Gouvernements, et je me fais un devoir dc vous en faire parvenir la copie 
en Turc. 

Veuillez, &c. 

(Sign6) Prince M. RIZA KHAN. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 19. 

Extract from the Journal of Major-General Chirikow, Russian Commissioner for the 
Delimitation of the Turco-Persian Frontier. 

LE district de Lahidjian a pour clicf-lieu Passova village, oh est situd un fortin. 
Ce district, qui appartient aujourd’hui a la Perse, est sdpard dcs possessions Turques, 
Pichdcr et autres, par une chaine de montagnes couvertcs de ncige, qui porte le noin 
de Kandilan, et forme une frontidre naturelle et bien definie. 

Les Bilbass, qui reconnaissent l’autoritd de la Perse, sont peu nombreux; l’un de 
leurs Chefs habite le fortin de Passova, tandis qu’un autre mdne un genre de vie 
nomade dans les environs de cctte localite. 




32 


33 


Inclosure 3 in No. 19. 

Persian Embassy to Ottoman Ministry for Foreign Affairs. 

(Translation.) December 13 (26), 1905. 

THE Persian Consul at Yan now reports that, in pursuance of telegraphic orders 
from the Ministry of War to the Mushir at Erzingian, eight battalions of regular 
infantry, four battalions of Hamidieh cavalry, with two batteries of artillery, have been 
sent towards Lahidjan, in Persian territory. As such invasion of Persian territory is 
entirely at variance with the good and friendly relations happily subsisting between 
the two States, and cannot be viewed without concern by my Government, I beg to 
request that you will move the proper authorities to send orders for the immediate 
withdrawal of these troops from Persian territory. 


Inclosure 4 in No. 19. 

Prince Mirza Khan to Sir N. O'Conor. , 

Ambassade Imperiale de Perse, Stamboul, 
M. l’Ambassadeur et chcr Collogue, le 29 De'cembre, 1905. 

J’AI l’lionneur d’envoyer a votre Excellence ci-inclus les copies de la note que 
j’ai rcc;ue bier de la Sublime Porte relativemcut a 1’affaire de Laliidjian, ainsi que la 
traduction on Eraneais du t616gramme du Miuistrc des Affaires Etrangeres de Perse, 
concernant la dite affaire. 

Vcuillez, &c. 

(Signe) Prince M. RIZA KHAN. 


Inclosure 5 in No. 19. 

Persian Minister for Foreign A ffairs to Prince Mirza Khan. 

(Traduction.) Teheran , le De'cembre, 1905. 

J’AI soumis a Sa Majeste Impdriale le Schah votre depeche chiffree, par laquelle 
vous m’avez in forme votre entrevue avec Son Altesse le Grand Vezir, son Excellence 
le NIinisiro des Affaires ftlrangeres, ainsi quo leurs Excellences les Ambassadcurs de la 
Graude-Bretagne et Hussie. 

Pour appuyer les demarches de votre Altesse, nous avons ecrit aux Ministres de 
la Grande-Bretagne et dc Russie a Teheran; plus, nous avons telegraphic a nos 
Ministres a Londres et Saint-Petersbourg, afin dc faire les demarches ndcessaircs 
aupres des Ministres des Affaires Ltrangores de ees deux Puissances, pour qu’ils 
envoient des instructions necessaires a leurs Ambassadcurs a Constantinople pour 
qu’ils vous pretent leurs concours. Les Legations do la Grande-Bretagne et de 
Russie a Teheran sont d’avis que l’Ambnssadeur de Perse doit montrer a la Sublime 
Porte les preuves eonstatant la possession du Gouvernement Imperial Persan sur les 
territoiros on question; alors leurs Ambassadcurs a Constantinople lui preteront leurs 
concours et loront eux-memes des demarches a la Sublime Porte pour faire retircr les 
troupes Ottomanes. 

Sa Majeste Imperiale le Schah m’ordonne de vous communiquer que toutos les 
preuves eonstatant la possession du territoirc dc Laliidjian par la Perse vous ayant etc 
donnees, et comme vous connaissez complhtement les details, votre Altesse doit 
sauvegarder les interets du (Jouverncment Imperial, et tant que les troupes ne se 
seront pas retirees, nous no pourrons pas eonsentir a uno enquete mixte. 

Tant que ces territoiros ne seront pas rendus a leur etat primitif, vous devez faire 
tout votre possible atin que les droits iucontestables du Gouvernement Impdrial ne 
soient pas loses. 

Par ordre Imperial vous ctes cliargd de faire les demarches necessaires afin que 
les troupes soient retirees le plus tAt possible, et ces endroits soient remis de nouveau 
h leur 6tat primitif, et m’informer le resultat de vos demarches. 

(Signe) Aluchir-i-Dovleh. 


Inclosure 6 in No. 19. 

Ottoman Minister for Foreign Affairs to Persian Ambassador. 

(Translation.) Constantinople, December 13 (26), 1905. 

YOUR Excellency’s despatch of the 24th Shawal, giving the sense of a 
telegram which your Excellency had received from Tehran to the effect that the 
joint inquiry which it is proposed to make in regard to Wazna, Lahidjan, Mighian, 
and Kcloshiekh can only be undertaken on the evacuation of Wazna and certain other 
points, and containing certain communications on that subject, was duly submitted to 
the Grand Vizier. I have now had the honour to receive a reply from his Highness, 
in which it is set forth that, as you have previously been informed, the record of past 
events proves that Wazna, Lahidjan, Mighian, and the surrounding districts have at 
various times in the past been recognized as part of the Imperial Ottoman dominions, 
and troops have been dispatched there on our part whenever incursions have taken 
place from the other side, aud that, therefore, it is only as a concession to the cordial 
relations existing between the two States that the Imperial Ottoman Government has 
consented to the proposal put forward by the Government of the State which you 
represent in regard to the investigation of that part of the frontier by a Mixed 
Commission, and that the Imperial Trade which has been promulgated in regard to 
this Commission was issued in the sense indicated above. As it is desirable, with a 
view to the settlement of this question, that the Commission should enter upon its 
labours at the earliest possible moment, I have the honour to beg your Excellency to 
use your best endeavours with a view to that end. 


[1090] No. 20. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 8.) 

(No. 6.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 8,1906. 

KUHAK buildings. Your telegram No. 1. 

I yesterday received the call of the Yamin-i-Nizam and the Deputy-Governor. 
They were both in full uniform, and f accepted their apology, which was suitably 
worded. 

(Repeated to India.) 


[481] No. 21. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, January S, 1900. 

I AM directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 3rd instant, on the subject of arms for Meshed and Seistan. 

I am to inform you that Sir E. Grey concurs in the proposal of the Secretary of 
State for India to approve the suggestion contained in the telegram from ’the 
Government of India of the 18th ultimo, that the arms should be stored at Robat, 
provided that they are conveyed and stored there in such a manner as not to awaken 
the suspicions of the Persian Government. 

] am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[1206] No. 22. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 10.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary ol State for Eoreign Affairs, and, by direction of Air. Secretary Alorlcy, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of inclosure in 
a letter from the Eoreign Secretary to the Government of India, dated 14th December, 
relative to Russo-Afghan relations and the situation in Seistan. 

India Office, January 9, 1906. 

[1GIS] 
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Inclosure in No. 22. 

Government of India to Ameer of Afghanistan. 

(After compliments.) Fort William, December 4, 1905 

I HAVE duly received your Highness’s friendly letter of the 4th Ramazan 
1323 If., corresponding to the 2nd November, 1905, a.d., and beg to thank your 
Highness for the information it gives about the proceedings of the Russian Government 
on your Highness’s frontier and about the situation in Scistan. 

I have sent a copy of your lliglmess’s letter to His Majesty’s Government, and 
have also telegraphed a summary of its contents. As soon as I hear what action His 
Majesty’s Government consider it desirable to take with reference to the shooting of the 
khassadar on tin* border ncarChahil Dukhtcran, and the attempt of the Russian officer 
to visit the Governor of Afghan Turkestan at Mazar-i-Sharif, I will not fail to inform 
your Highness. 

The question regarding the situation in Scistan may conveniently be dealt with 
separately, and I hope shortly to be in a position to reply to that portion of your 
Highness’s letter which relates to the non-acceptance by the Persian Government of 
Colonel McMahon’s Water Award. 


[1241] No 23. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 10.) 

^ I HE 1 'nder-Secrctary of State for Tndia presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary ol State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a telegram 
from the Viceroy, dated the Dili *1 ami ary, relative to the concessions recommended by 
the Government of India if it should be decided to grant a further loan to the Persian 
Government. 

India Office, January 10, 1900. 


Inclosnre In No. 23. 


Government of India to Mr Morley. 

Oolegraplue.^ I\ January 9, 1906. 

PERSIAN Loan. .My telegram of the 22nd ultimo. 

In the event of its being decided to grant loan, the following are the concessions 
which we would recommend should be obtained :— 


G-) 1 oncession for road from Bunder Abbas, via Began, to Bam, together with 
exclusive right of running motors or other mechanically propelled vehicles thereon. 
Practicability ol this road, and its convertibility, if and when required, into a railway, 
is established by investigation recently carried out by competent officer. 

(2.) Undertaking on the part of Persian Government that any roads, railways, 
telegraphs, or canals in Southern Persia shall be constructed under the auspices of His 
.Majesty s Government, in so far as foreign assistance may be required for the purpuse. 
Ihe country to the south of line drawn from Khanikin t,o Birjand shall he understood 
to he covered by the term “Southern Persia.” 

(■>.) Bight to carry out Karun irrigation scheme on the lines indicated in the 
despatch ol .November 1901 from the Government of India. Data at present available 
point to project being remunerative, though investigation is not complete 
(I.) Bight to eonniH t Rob if with Nasratabad by line of telegraph. 


Ihe lirsi two conclusions are by far the most important. Grounds for request are 
tarnished by the recommendation of the recent Commercial Mission, and by the 
mefficacy ol the Lur Road Concession owing to the unrest prevailing among the 
tribesmen.^ Extension by Russia of her roads or railways to the coast between Bunder 
Abbas or G wet tar would, it is obvious, be precluded by road such as that described. 

1 he Karun irrigation scheme is one in which India is less immediately concerned ; 
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it should not be present independently to the prejudice of concessions (1) or (2), falling 
as it does within general scope of (2). 

As regards the Robat-Nasratabad telegraph extension, this may have been agreed 
to already as a set-off to Russian telegraph from Bajgiran; but, if not, it should be 
secured in addition to all or any of the other concessions named above; it might be 
arranged concurrently with the negotiations as to the loan, but without any express 
stipulation being inserted in the loan contract with regard to it. 

As indicating that there has been no slackening of Russia’s activity in pushing 
her influence in Persia, we may add that we have received a telegraphic report, dated 
the 29th December, from Major Sykes to the effect that negotiations for road from 
Tehran to Meshed are being carried on by Russian Minister. 

(Repeated to Grant Duff.) 


[1315] No. 24. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 10.) 

(No. 7.) 

(Telegraphic) P. Tehran, January 10, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India:— 

“ Witness beaten by Sardar-i-Ahram. Your telegram No. 1. 

“ I am informed by the Mushir-ed-Dowlch that the Shah will not allow the Governor 
of Shiraz to offer an apology to Ilis Majesty’s Consul for his conduct in this matter. 
It should, I think, be pressed, and I beg that I may be furnished with instructions.” 


[1314] No. 25. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 10.) 

(No. 8.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 10, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

“ Douglas- Lorimer outrage. 

“ Persian Government have declined to pay compensation. In my opinion nothing 
can be effected by diplomatic pressure, and I think the time has come to take strong 
action to enforce the payment of this and other claims.” 


[1320] No. 26. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 10.) 

(No. 30.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 10, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

“I have been asked by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh for the Ilenjam Bunder Abbas 
telegraph line account, which his Excellency says the Persian Government are now 
prepared to settle.” 


[1321] No. 27. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 10.) 

(No. 11.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 10, 1906. 

THE Government of India request me to repeat to you the following telegram 
which I sent to them and to Bushire on the 6th instant:— 

“ Your telegram No. 3. 

“ in the event of its being necessary to bring in troops, such action would 
probably be against the wish of the Persian Government, if any Government were still 
in existence (see my despatches now on their way to you); but all I recommend for the 










present is that we should take precautionary measures. It is probable that anv 
or°Europeans U ^ *" d ‘ r “ ted againSt the *»t * might involve aZhS 

Tehran is quiet, but the Mollahs are still outside at the shrine.” 


L483j No. 28. 

/XT , , Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 9.) 1 

(ldeijraphic.) P Foreign Office, January 10, 1906. 

p , n ", Vizier and the Minister for foreign Affairs have telegraphed to the 
. ersian Minister complaining of the harsh tone and unusual language of the repre¬ 
sentations you have made on the subject of the condition of Pars Province and of 
> om demands for the dismissal of the Governor and his Minister 

Fcrsiln IuST™’ "' llk ''' U1 ' C data ' ‘ hC 8, ' d inStant ’ haV0 boc, ‘ brou Slit here by the 

expressionsincapacity, cruelty, and tyranny,” used in your letter of the 
17th September, 1.106, arc alluded to by the Minister for Foreign Adairs and the 
Grand Vmer declares you threatened, in an interview of the 2ml ins tan that v „u 
would carry out instructions of ibis Majesty's Government unless vou received on the 

W? '«;■ awr.Tte s red «=S 

has been much exaggerated ; that the inhabitants have taken “ bast ” hut that nd 

mmm 

ine onieial u Jio has been sent to 8hiraz is considevobl in, q;,. i n„ t , , 

scnsibl,.. and capable man, and, as the a“ s’™ 

date Of'ws dimissal 1 ofa ““ s ™” important-than the exact, 

arc ji/idld t llic tmlbmS" ilh’iit“* ^ ^ 

i'rief period should not be resorted to. ‘ 1 1 deUlan<,s for ans ' ra ' s *«'•»> » 

l.orotHdV™dinS J f«5lIilr"ifuv* f ", r -, m “ kin f com P Iaints 

sullicient information ,o deal wUb the JX oMl/ 0 "’ WhllC *’ e taTC 


^79] No. 29. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—{Received January 11.) 

Secretary d'wtai’e'Tr^W'if "uJj imli / 1 f 1 ™™ 1 * ! lis compliments to the Under- 
forwards bereviiib for the Ano ni ' r n ’ J’ V ,1 "' P, ' llon " f Mr - Secretary Worley, 

“ ,0 W >-’ lbt « l "» -v. Xivc l fhe He,Tm 

India Office, January 10, 190G. 



[1618] 
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[1431] No. 32. 

Memorandum communicated to the Persian Minister, January 11, 1906. 

IT would seem from the communications which the Persian Minister has made to 
Sir Edward Grey that some apprehension exists at Tehran that the policy and 
sentiments of the present Ministry are less favourable to the Persian Government than 
those of their predecessors. There is no ground for this impression, and the Persian 
Minister is authorized to assure his Government that the sentiments of Sir Edward 
Grey and his colleagues do not differ from those entertained by the Marquess of 
Eansdowne and the late Cabinet. 

Sir Edward Grey thinks it right, however, to observe that there seems to have 
been of late more difficulty than usual in obtaining a satisfactory settlement of 
various matters on which it lias been found necessary to address representations to the 
Persian Government. 

Foreign Office, January 11, 1906. 


[1309] No. 33. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 11, 1906. 

T AM directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to transmit to you herewith, to be 
laid before the Secretary of State for India, copy of a despatch from His Majesty’s 
Charge d’Affaires at Tehran,* relative to the recruiting of Berberis or Hazaras by 
His Majesty's Consul-General in Khorassan, for service in regiments in British 
Baluchistan. 

it will be observed that this practice appears to have been adopted without 
consulting Itis Majesty’s Legation at Tehran, and that Mr. Grant Duff was unaware 
of it until his attention was called to the matter by the Persian Government. 

Sir E. Grey concurs in Mr. Grant Duff’s view that such recruiting should not 
have taken place without previous consultation with His Majesty’s Legation, but as 
the Government of India have expressed their regret for the omission, he has no 
desire to press the matter further. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SANDERSON. 


[1467] 


No. 34. 


The Imperial Bank of Persia to the Foreign Office. - (Received January 12.) 


My 1 -ord, 25, Abchurch Lane , London, January 11, 1906. 

1 HAVE the honour to solicit your consideration and that of the Secretary of 
State to certain circumstances connected with the financial liabilities and obligations 
of the Persian Government towards the Imperial Bank of Persia. 

You arc aware that the Government of the Shah had expressed some irritation at 
the refusal of the Imperial Bank to advance them 150,000/., for reasons which were 
fully explained to you at the time, and set forth in my letter of the 15th July to the 
British Minister at ’Tehran, a copy of which was forwarded to you with my letter of the 
same dale. 1 had previously ventured to suggest to you, in my letter of the 15th June, 
the advisability of granting to the Persian Government the money required, even 
without conditions, as a safe financial operation with important political advantages 
attached to it. 

Although we were precluded from making the desired advance, it was impossible 
for the Imperial Bank, at the time of the Shah’s journey to Europe and during Ids 
absence, when the Administration was in financial difficulties from the war and the 
doorcase in customs revenue, to refuse to honour the cheques of the Persian Govern¬ 
ment. Such a refusal on the part of the State Bank would have had a very injurious 
‘‘licet upon our position, and would have destroyed that confidence in our readiness to 

* Mi. E. 1 1 rant Puff, No. '250, of PemnluT 2. 19Ci. 
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assist the Government in critical times which they have till now reposed in us. Our 
action was largely due to the fact that we were aware that the Foreign Office, on behalf 
of the Indian Government, had expressed their readiness to make a loan, through the 
Imperial Bank, to the Government of the Shah, on conditions by no means onerous or 
difficult of acceptance. The indebtedness of the Persian Government to the Imperial 
Bank, beyond the limits of our concession, rose, under these circumstances, to more 
than 100,000/., and it became necessary to regidarize the position before the accounts 
of the year were made up. 

The Board of the Imperial Bank made every attempt to obtain payment, but 
without success; and as the result of protracted negotiations, and Avith the assistance 
of His Majesty’s Legation, \A r e obtained a promissory note, at two months, for the amount 
due, signed by the Prime Minister and indorsed by His Majesty the Shah. 

This, in a few words, is the position, and the Board of Directors would venture to 
hope that the grant of a loan to the Persian Government of such amount as may be 
considered desirable, and Avitli or without conditions, may be favourably entertained 
and carried to completion. 

The Directors do not urge this from any fear of loss of the money advanced, but 
from the conviction that unless the British Government assists them, the Persian 
Government Avill apply to Russia for the necessary loan. Although the condition of 
that country does not seem favourable to lending, yet the security is so good and the 
rate of interest so high that a loan to Persia would be a remunerative operation ; Avhile 
the conditions Russia would exact Avould render it politically advantageous to her, and 
detrimental to British interests. The loans already made by the Indian Government 
and the Imperial Bank Avould be paid off, and the position of this institution, Avhich is 
the one important unofficial representative of British interests in Persia, Avould receive 
a serious IjIoav. Considering the political outlook, the Board of Directors cannot but 
believe that His Majesty’s Government will not allow the opportunity to escape of 
obtaining, by the security for the loan, a dominating position in the Gulf by a lien on 
its Avbole customs revenue, and thus carry out the policy Avhich they have ahvays and 
successfully upheld. But unless this opportunity be taken by England, Ave fear that it 
Avill certainly be taken by Russia, to the lasting injury of British political and economical 
interests in Persia. 

I llclV6 &C. 

(Signed) ’ LIONEL GRIFFIN, Chairman. */cf>U 


[1557] No. 35. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 12.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards hereAvith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a telegram 
from the Viceroy, dated the 12tli January, relative to arms for the Persian Consulates. 

India Office , January 12, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 35. 
Government of India to Mr. Morley. 


(Telegraphic.) P. January 12, 1906. 

YOUR telegram of 1st January (?). Arms for Meshed and Seistan Consulates. 

Arrangements A\ r ere made, on receipt of your telegram above cited, to send 130 
rilles, under a guard of ono double company, Native Infantry, to Robat, in order that 
if, as seemed probable at the time, necessity should arise, Meshed could he reinforced 
by sending up the mounted escorts noAv at Turbat and Seistan, while the Seistan 
escort could be replaced by the infantry, Avhich Avould also provide a guard for 
Kerman. As stated in our previous telegram, the guard and rifles sent to Robat 
were not to cross the frontier except on requisition, and (as in the ease of escorts for 
Southern Persia) Ave would ask to be furnished with full details as to tho political 
situation in Persia, in order that military authorities may be in a position to decide 
Avhetlier it will be safe to send such small detachments. 
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With reference to your telegram of the 9th instant, it will be impossible for 
guard and rifles to be sent to Robat without Persian Government becoming aware of 
the fact. We are, however, of opinion that the step should be taken if risk of 
disturbances exists. Intimation can be made to the Persian Government, should it 
be thought necessary, to the effect that we have thought it necessary, in view of 
possibility of disturbances, to adopt measures of precaution within our own frontiers, 
for the purpose of protecting British interests and of preventing the danger of spread 
of disturbances. 


[ 1558 ] No. 30. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 12.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a telegram 
from the Viceroy, dated the 11th January, relative to the provision of Consular guards 
for disturbed districts in Persia. 

. India Office, January 12, 1‘JOG. 


Inclosure in No. 30. 
Government of India to Mr. Morley. 


(Telegraphic.) I‘. January 11, 1900. 

YOUR telegrams of the 24th and 29th ultimo, relative to guards for dispatch to 

Persia. .. . 

We are holding in readiness a force of 140 infantry, and will give instructions for 
ihe movements indicated below to be carried out on our receiving a requisition to that 
effect, provided that we are at the same time furnished with the latest available 
information as to political situation m Persia, so that military authorities hoie may be 
enabled to satisfy themselves that risk of sending such small detachments across 
Persia is one that may reasonably he incurred. Above proviso is essential, since the 
possibility of a general and successful rising against Persian Government is suggested 
in a telegram of the (ith instant from Grant Duff to Resident at Bushire. Question of 
the action to be taken to protect British and Indian interests in Persia in such a 
contingency will doubtless be considered by His Majesty’s Government, and1 wc trust 
we should in due course bo consulted in the event of our co-operation being found 
necessary. 

Ah regards ili^tnlnition ol 14.0 guards above-mentioned, 50 arc intended for 
Ispahan, a notorious anti-loreign centre, and 50 Jor lehran, vide the telegiam of the 
22nd ultimo from Grant 1 >ufT: latter could reach'lehran in from 43 to 57 days after 
halving Busline. Both above detachments would he sent via Bushire and Shiraz. 
Forty men would be sent to Shiraz irom Bushire, which would he reinforced to the 
same extent. 

(Repeated to Tehran and Bushire.) 


11587 ' No. 37. 

Mr. E. Grant Ihiff to Sir Edward Grey.—[Eeceived January 12J 

(No. 12.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran , January 12, 190(5. 

MY telegram No. 178 of the 22nd December, ami your telegram No. 9 of the 
10th January. 

All my’reports on the condition of Shiraz and of Pars in general have not reached 
you, and I*fear that such as have done so, notably my No. 25 L of the 3rd December, 
have failed to make clear to you in what a dangerous state that district is. Facts do 
not hear out the Persian Minister’s reassuring statements as to the condition of Pars, 
which was lately reported by i 1 is Majesty’s Consul to be critical. Disturbances at 
Shiraz and in the province are continual, and brigandage is rampant. 1 forwarded 


by last messenger a list of thirty robberies perpetrated on the Bushire road on British 
goods alone. 

Such great "cruelties have been committed by the present Governor and Vazir, 
and they have robbed the province to such an extent, that the people of Shiraz decline 
to permit their continuance in office, and have telegraphed recently to the “ Chef's de 
Mission ” in Tehran, setting forth their grievances, and imploring us to lay them before 
the Shah. J 

I am now, by your instructions, pressing for an apology for a gross act of 
discourtesy to His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz, whose representations are consistently 
treated with contempt. Messengers of His Majesty’s Consulate-General at Bushire, 
while carrying despatches, were recently robbed and beaten by road guards; and 
illegal road tax has, owing to my continued pressure, only recently been removed. 

The specific words mentioned in the Persian Minister’s complaint wore not used 
in an official note, as his Excellency led you to suppose, but in a private letter of the 
17th November to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh, copy of which has already been forwarded 
to you in my despatch No. 254. Far from’taking offence, the Mushir-ed-Dowleh 
informed me confidentially that my views regarding the Governor of Fars and his 
administration wore fully shared by himself. 

The statement regarding Indian cavalry refers, I presume, to the verbal hint 
which, by Lord Lansdownc’s instructions (see Foreign Office telegram No. 89), I gave 
to the Grand Vizier, and, after hearing that the Bushire road was in a worse state 
than ever, repeated on the 2nd January. 

The dismissal of the Governor-General never formed the subject of any official 
demand on my part, though it must he within your recollection that I suggested that 
the time was approaching when an official demand to that effect would he politic. 
I have urged the Persian Government repeatedly to reform the administration of 
Fars, and brought to their notice the malpractices’of the Governor-General; but the 
statement that I demanded his dismissal within a fixed time, and threatened that if 
this was not done I would carry Out instructions of His Majesty’s Government is 
palpably absurd, for instructions on this point have never been receivod by me either 
from Lord Lansdowne or yourself. I did complain strongly of the impossibility of 
obtaining replies to various notes addressed to the Persian Government, and insisted 
that it was my right to receive answers within a reasonable period. 

Reference to the following telegrams will, I trust, absolve me from the charge of 
taking peremptory action without reference to the [Secretary of State:— 

My telegrams Nos. 129, 130, 138, 139, 142, 147, 155, 157, 178, 179, 18G of last 
year, and Nos. 1, 2, 4, 7, 8 of 1906. 


my personal relations with Doth the Grand Vizier and the Mushir-ed-Dowleh are 
excellent, so that I can only suppose that recourse has been had by the Persian 
Government to the time-honoured device of complaining of Llis Majesty’s Represen¬ 
tative here with the object of sounding the new British Government, and ascertaining 
whether they can rely on the weakening of British policy in Persia, and of seeing 
how far they can go in resisting our just demands. ‘ J 

On various occasions I have found it necessary, with Lord Lansdowne’s approval, 
to lie firm with the Persian Government; but, in spite of great provocation, my 
official communications, verbal as well as written, have always been strictly correct, 
and it seems to me that the onus of proving the contrary lies with the Persian 
Government. 

For some months the condition of Persia lias been steadily growing worse, and 
1 have already warned His Majesty’s Government that there may be trouble in this 
country (sec my telegram No. 178). His Majesty’s Consul at Tabrecz reports that, 
owing to the influx of refugees from the Caucasus, the state of that town is again 
threatening. Here the bazaars were closed on Wednesday and troops called out. 
The Mollahs, who are still at Shah Abdul Azim, are placarding the bazaars with 
revolutionary notices, and demanding Constitutional Government. 

A number ol disagreeable cases, which were not of my making, such as the 
destruction of the Seistan Mission buildings at Kulmk, have lately occupied my 
attention, hut I trust you will be convinced by the above explanation that I have 
never been deliberately uuconeiliatory in my attitude to the Persian Government 
1 would, in any case, respectfully submit that if the Persian Government receive any 
hint that my action is disapproved by His Majesty’s Government, tho hope, which 
is already remote, of getting any of our claims or cases, which have been out- 
[1618] M 
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standing for years, settled, or, indeed, of being able to get anything whatever done, 
will vanish altogether. 

i regret that before seeing the Persian Minister you had not received my 
despatches, which are now on their way to you. 

(llepeated to India.) 


[15851 No. 08 . 

Mr. E. Grunt Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 12.) 

(No. 13.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 12, 1906. 

FOLLOWING sent to India:— 

“ I am informed by His Majesty’s Consul in Seistan that a disease has broken 
out there which suspiciously resembles plague. The Russian doctor has reported to 
the Tehran Sanitary Council that it actually is plague. I have instructed His Majesty’s 
Consul to send the Consulate doctor to investigate. 

“ Care must he taken to prevent the Ilussians from placing quarantine guards in 
the province of Seistan.” 


[ 1586 ] No. 39. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 12.) 

(No. IB.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran , January 12, 1906. 

FOLLOWING is telegram from Hushire, of which you ask repetition in your 
telegram No. 72 :— 

“ Your telegrams Nos. 0 and 7. 

‘•The Jjisk detachment at present consists of 1 native officer, 51 rank and file, 
and 2 followers. At Charbar there are 3 native officer, 51 rank and file, and 10 
followers. 

“ The contemplated dispatch of troops is, I infer, entirely in connection with the 
Shiraz disturbances and oilier riots, hut L should he glad of your opinion as to whether 
the Persian Government would concur or oppose the entry of our troops. If the 
native clement on the route were informed of our object \ anticipate that there would 
he little or no hostility from them, hut there would doubtless be obstruction on 
the part of officials. 

“ 1 have no present grounds for anticipating revolution in my Gulf jurisdiction, 
or hostility to foreigners at the ports, but the ports might possibly be affected by any 
general movement, and more men might be got from Karachi just as expeditiously 
as they could be transferred from the Jask and Charbar detachments, but the Bushire 
detachment might be indented upon, {lending replacement, for any immediate 
emergency at Ispahan or Shiraz. In an emergency, selected interpreters could 
probably he provided for any small detachments that might be sent up-country under 
native oUlcers, but it would be preferable to secure the services of Persian-speaking 
British officers.” 


[ 1734 ] No. 40. 

Mr. E. Grant-Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 13.) 

(No. 17.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 13, 1900. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India and Bnshire :— 

“ Lndo-Pertiian Postal Agreement. 

“ I'bo original of Lord Lansdowne’s despatch No. 85 of the 17th June last was handed 
on the 18th duly to M. Nans, who, previous to his departure from Persia iu October, 
informed me verbally that he personally had no objection to the conclusion of an 
agreement on the lines wliieh llis Majesty’s Government desire. 
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“ Since then I have made several applications for a reply, but have received none 
and I suspect that M. Naus, who will attend the Postal Conference at Rome, has been 
instructed to raise the question of the Persian Gulf post-offices there.” 


[ 1739 ] 


No. 41. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 13.) 


(No. 18.) 

(Telegraphic.) P, Tehran , January 13, 1906. 

FOLLOWING telegram sent to Seistan to-day and repeated to India:— 

“ The existence of plague in Seistan is declared by the President of the Sanitary 
Council to have been established. If this proves to be the case, the doctor of the 
Consulate should co-operate with the Customs officials and Russian doctor.” 


[ 1749 ] No. 42. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—{Received January 13.) 


(No. 19.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 13, 1906. 

FOLLOWIN G repeated to India:— 

“Your telegram No. 9 and my telegram No. 12. The people of Shiraz to-day 
addressed the following telegram to all Heads of Missions here 

“‘The cruelty of the present Government has now kept Shiraz, the towns, 
villages, and tribes, in a state of riot for seventy days. We have already sent you 
one telegram on this subject. The disturbance is so serious that tho commercial 
houses and bazaars are closed and all trade and caravan traffic at a standstill. The 
lamentation of the oppressed wearies us, and we hope that you will be gracious 
enough to induce the Persian Government, by changing the Governor, to give us 
peace and tranquillity.’ 

“ According to information which has reached me from a good source, the FarB 
tribesmen have telegraphed to the Shall that they will resist to their last cartridge if 
the present Governor returns.” 


[ 1750 ] 


No. 43. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 14.) 

(No. 20.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 13, 1906. 

1 HAVE now received confirmation of tho existence of plague of a virulent type 
in Seistan. llis Majesty’s Consul is in communication with tho Govermnent of India 
for the supply of medicines and 'the sending of a European doctor. Ho telegraphs 
as follows:— 

“ An attempt may be made by the Russian Government to establish a military 
cordon to the north of Seistan. In order to prevent this, it would seem advisable 
that we should at once dispatch troops to Robat, on the plea that we wish to protect 
our own frontier, so that we may be in a position to insist that the Belgians should 
have exclusive control of the quarantine arrangements, or, failing that, should ourselves 
provide the cordon.” 

Perhaps the small body of troops which, according to the Viceroy’s telegram 
of the 12t.h January, to tlic Secretary of State for India, is being sent to Robat in 
connection with the Consulate arms question might bo utilized for the purpose 
suggested by Captain Maepherson. 
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[1751] 


No. 44. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 14.) 


(No. 21.) 

(Telegraphic. I’. Tehran, January 14, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

“ My telegram No. 12. 

“The discontented Mullahs have been brought bade to Tehran in the Shah’s State 
carriages. The concessions made to them by the -Government are, as far as I can 
at present ascertain : 

“ 1. A representative Council, composition of which is reserved for later discussion. 
“2. Certain changes in the Administration of the Customs, also to be discussed 
hereafter. 

“?). Restitution to the Mullahs of the endowment of a certain college which was 
recently confiscated. 

“ 4. Abolition of the reduction of 5 per cent, now made on all salaries. 

“ The state of Tehran is normal for the present. 

“It is ceil, on that intrigues with the Mullahs against the Government have been 
carried on by various high officials.” 


[1315J No. 45. 

Me mm iindinn communicated to Persian Minister, January 16, 1H06. 

IN Oelobei last, Mr. Crahame, 11 is Majesty's Consul at Shiraz, reported to His 
Majesty’s Charge if AlTaircs at Tehran, that he had addressed a note to the Kargu/.ar 
notifying a thelt of one bale of goods, the property of some British merchants, 
Mi 'ssrs. Dixon, which had occurred near Kaloon-i-Abdari on the 22nd August. 
Mr. Crahame had inclosed the statements of the muleteers Seyyiil Khoda Raluu and 
Choi,mi regarding ilm lubbers, and had sent these two men with the letter and the 
Consular farra^h to the Karguzar, with a request that the necessary steps might be 
taken in the mailer. It would appear to be the usual practice for the local authorities 
to call for the production of the muleteers in cases of inquiry into road robberies. 

On the bth I >etober Seyyiil Khoda II.dim came to liis Majesty’s Consulate and 
staled that, having been sent by the 1 Karguzar with his servant to the Sirdar-i-Akram, 
Va/ir of Kars, tor examination, the latter, after questioning him, had caused him to be 
thiown down and be,item 1 le exhibited recent scars on both legs in support of this 
statement. 

Mr. Crahaim caused the muleteer’s statement to be taken down in writing and 
scaled by him. Cue copy of this document was sent, to the Karguzar for transmission 
to the Mmhir-cd-l >ow leh, and another to Mr. Crant DulT for -mcli action as he might 
think proper to lake. 

Mi. Cram Dull, righth considering that the conduct of the Vazir of Fars on this 
ot easion was not onl\ a mark of grave disrespect to His Majesty’s Consulate, but 
would aKo have a deplorable ellect in discouraging witnesses fmui coming forward in 
similar cisis o| road robberies in the future, at once addressed a note to the 
Miishir-ed-Dow leh urging that Sirdar-i-Akram should be instructed to call upon 
Mr. (1 1 uhame and offer a lormal apology. The Persian Covernment having demurred 
to giant the reputation propose |, Mr. Ciant Dull’ telerred the question to 11 is Majesty’s 
Covcinmciit, and was direeti d to address a strong representation to them on the 
subject. 

Mr. 'oant Dull now reports that tin Persian Covernment have maintained their 
o lus.d to permit the Siidar-i-Akram to apologize to Mi. (irah.one. 

llis Majestv s (!ov eminent have learnt with surprise of this decision. The 
nolcstation ot a witue-s sent to a Persian otlii ial bv one ol llis Majestv’s Consular 
oliieiis is a plot i eding to vv hi, h I lav mast take grave exception, both a.s alfeetiug the 
status of His .Majestv T Consulate, and in view of the deplorebh eoiiseipieiiees which 
such act ion nnis| entail. 

It is requtsied that the Ala-es-Sultaneh will be s U good as to telegraph to the 


Persian Government informing them of the view held by His Majesty’s Government in 
the matter, and strongly urging that instructions should at once be sent to the 
Sirdar-i-Akram to make an official call upon Mr. Grahame and offer a suitable apology. 

Foreign Office , January 16, 1906. 


[1587] ‘ No. 16. 

Memorandum communicated to Persian Minister, January 16, 1906. 

IIIS MAJESTY’S Government have been in communication with llis Majesty’s 
Charge d’Affaires at Tehran on the subject of the complaints made against him in 
the telegrams from His Royal Highness the Atabeg-i-Azam and his Excellency the 
Mnshir-ed-Dowleh which were left at the Foreign Office by the Persian Minister on the 
4th instant. 

As the Persian Minister has already been verbally informed, the expressions with 
regard to His Royal Highness the Shuah-es-Sultaneh and his Vizier, of which the 
Mushir-ed-Dowleh complains, were used in a private letter addressed by Mr. Grant 
Duff to his Excellency of the 17th November last and not in any official communication. 

It is contrary to diplomatic usage that phrases used in such personal and intimate 
communications should be made the subject, of official complaint. 

Mr. Grant Duff entirely disclaims having made any demand in conversation with 
the Atabeg-i-Azam, as stated in llis Royal Highness’s telegram, for the dismissal of the 
Shuah-cs-Sultaneh within twenty-four hours, threatening, in case of non-compliance, 
that he would execute the instructions from llis Majesty's Government. Such a demand 
and such a threat are inconsistent with the tenonr of Mr. Grant Duff’s correspondence 
with the Secretary of State, llis Majesty's Government are convinced that His Royal 
Highness must have misunderstood the observations made to him by Mr. Grant Duff 
on the occasion referred to. 

It appears to them that the charge of having used language of this nature ought 
not to have been made without the greatest care being taken to be sure that 
Mr. Grant Duff had advisedly used the language attributed to him. 

According to the accounts which llis Majesty’s Government have received, the 
condition of Ears, and especially of Shiraz, is much more serious than the Persian 
Government appear to realize. 

Not only was an appeal made to llis Majesty’s Consul at, Shiraz in November last 
for his assistance in obtaining redress for the grievances of the inhabitants, but as 
lately as the 13th instant a telegram has been addressed by the people of that town 
to all the foreign Representatives at Tehran, urging them to request the Persian 
Government t,o restore peace and tranquillity by changing the Governor. 

In these circumstances llis Majesty’s Government consider that the earnest 
representations which Mr. Grant Duff lias made both to the Atabeg-i-Azam and the 
Mushir-ed-Dowleh were fully justified in view of the British interests, whieh arc 
endangered by the general insecurity in the district. This is shown by the facts that 
thirty cases of robbery of British goods alone have recently taken place on the Rush ire 
road, and that the messengers of llis Majesty's Consul-General have been robbed and 
beaten by road guards while carrying despatches. 

ITis Majesty’s Government have* observed with regret that representations which 
Mr. Grant Duff has been instructed to make to the Persian Government on various 
pending questions have not received the favourable and friendly consideration which 
His Majesty’s Government think they have a right to expect. They earnestly trust 
that the attitude of the Persian Government in this respect will he mollified. 

Foreign Office, January 16, 1906. 


• -- - - - — - 

[2229J No. 47. • 

India Office to Foreign Office.— (Received January 18.) 


Sir, India Office, January 17, 1906. 

WITH reference to the letter from this Office of the 24th May last, relative to the 
claim of the British India Steam Navigation Company against the Persian Government 
for the detention of the steam-ship “ Kassara ” at Bushire in December 1904, I am 
[1618] N 
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directed by Mr. Secretary Morley to forward, for the information of the Secretary of i 

State for Foreign Affairs, the copy of a letter from the Government of India on 
the subject.* 

Since the exchange of notes reported in Sir A. Ilardinge’s despatch No. 59 of the | 

^Oth March, 1905, no action has, so far as Mr. Morley is aware, been taken in the 
inattei by f 1 is Majesty b Minister at rchran, and, having regard to the opinion now I 

expressed by the Government of India, and to all the circumstances of the case, 

Mr. Morley, subject to any observations which Sir E. Grey may have to offer, is not 
disposed to iccommend that the claim should be pressed upon the Persian Government. i 

I am, &c. ‘ ! 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 

___ I 


[15871 No. 48. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 14.) 1 

(lelegmphie.) P Foreign Office, January 18,. 1906. 

W fill reference (o your telegram No. 16 of the 12th instant, the following is a 
summary of a communication I have made to the Persian Minister:— 

jSubslance of Memoiandum to Persian Minister, January 16, 1906.] 


[2324| 


iNo. 49. 

India Office to foreign Office.—(Received January 19.) 


TILE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under- 
Sec ref ary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
ol a Ielogiam fo the Viceroy, dated tin* 10th instant, relative to the plague in Seistan. 

India Office, January 18, 1900. 


Inclosure in No. 49. 

Mr. Morley to Government of India. 

(lelegraphie.) \\ India Office, January 16, 1906. 

PLAGUE m Seistan. 

It plague has .already advanced from India, a cordon between India and Seistan 
would not bo sufficient; it would become necessary to form a quarantine cordon on 
the north and west of Seistan, and, if existence of plague is established, it must be 
ie<oguized that hussia, and, indeed, all Europe, will have cause for alarm and for 
measures of precaution. If, therefore, as is almost certain to be the case, wo are 
unable to obtain control of the arrangements ourselves, it might be wise to take stem 


7 '“‘“■jwimem union taaen locauy cither by liritisli or Russian officers. 1 shall 
be glad to be furnished with jmir views on the questions raised, together with any 
m form at ion you may possess as to the reality of these cases of plague in Seistan 
Tins telegram should he repeated to Mr. Grant Duff. 


* Not printed. 


[2383] No. 50. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 19.) 

Sir, India Office, January 18, 1906. 

IN continuation of Sir H. Walpole’s letter of the 30th ultimo on the subject of the 
precautionary measures to be taken in view of the existing state of affairs in Persia, I 
am directed by Mr. Secretary Morley to inclose, for the information of Secretary 
Sir E. Grey, a copy of a telegram from the Government of India, dated the 11th 
instant,* reporting the steps which they have taken to meet the wishes of His 
Majesty’s Government. 

Sir E. Grey will observe that the Government of India regard with some appre¬ 
hension the prospect of sending small detached parties of troops across Persia, and 
contemplate the possibility that more extensive measures might he required in certain 
eventualities. 

With reference to Mr. Villiers’ letter of the 8tli instant on the subject of the 
proposed establishment of a depot for arms at Robat, I am also to inclose a copy of a 
further telegram from the Government of India, dated the 12th instant,,* in which they 
point, out that it will he impossible to take the necessary steps without the knowledge 
of the Persian Government. 

Jn these circumstances, Mr. Morley Mould suggest, for Sir E. Grey’s consideration, 
that it might he well to instruct His Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires to intimate to the 
Persian Gover nm ent, that His Majesty’s Government have considered it necessary to 
take precautionary measures within their own border to prevent disturbances and to 
protect British interests. 

He would also recommend that His Majesty’s Legation at Tehran should be 
instructed to keep the Government of India fully and promptly informed of all changes 
in the political situation in Persia, with a view' to all due precautions being taken, in 
the event of its being found necessary to strengthen the guards at Tehran or 
elsewhere, for the safety of the detachments dispatched for the purpose. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) A. GOBLEV. 


[2395] No - 51 - 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 19.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram from the Viceroy, dated the 19th instant, relative to the plague in 
Seistan. 

India Office, January 10, 1906. 


In closure in No. 51. 
Government of India to Mr. Morley. 


(Telegraphic.) P. January 19, 1906. 

YOUR telegram of the Kith instant. Consul in Seistan reports that the disease 
which lias broken out in Seistan is true bubonic plague of virulent type ; that many 
villages round the eastern shore of Jlamun and to the south of Nasratabad arc infected, 
and that over 100, probably nearer 200, fatal cases have occurred. There is great, 
objection to establishment by Russians, whether jointly or otherwise, ol a military 
cordon in Seistan in addition to the one which they already have at Turbat-i-Ilaidari. 
It seems desirable, therefore, that a strong effort should be made to keep control in our 
own hands, or in the hands of the Persians. We should in any case insist, that in 
southern and western Seistan there must be no interference on the part of the Russians. 
As regards medical officers, the Indian doctor attached to our Consulate in Seistan is 

* No. 35. 
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already on the spot,; Dr. Abbas Ali, who is at Birjand, is starting for Bandan without 
delay ; and a hospital assistant is being sent to Koh-i-Malik biah from baindak, on the 
Q uetta-Nushki route. We propose 1 in addition to send up a British doctor and another 
hospital assistant, and these, with the doctor of the Indo Telegraph Company at 
Nasratabad-ispe, whose services Macpherson has asked Grant Duff to endeavour to secure 
for purposes of quarantine at that place, will complete the medical aid required. In 
order to be prepared for any eventualities, since we must send at least as many men 
as the Russians if the latter insist on establishing an additional military cordon, we 
propose to dispaleh immediately to Koh-i-Malik Siah the double company of native 
infantry to which reference was made in my telegram of the 12tli instant. They would 
be under the command of British officers, and would take with them the rifles for our 
Consulates at beistan and Meshed. 

There has been regrettable delay in reporting this matter, owing to Robat not 
being connected by telegraph with Nasratabad. 

As regard Afghanistan, 1 am addressing Ameer and inviting him to co-operate. 

(Repeated to Charge d’Affaires at Tehran and Consul in Seistan.) 


[2482] No. 52. 

Mr. E . Grunt l)u(f to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 20, 1906.) 

(No. 271.) 

Sir, Tehran, December 21, 1905. 

IN obedience with the instructions contained in the Marquess of Lansdowne’s 
telegram No. 87 of the 2Sth ultimo, 1 addressed to the Mushir-cd-Dowleli the note, 
copy of which I have the honour to inclose, regarding the agreement come to between 
Mr.' V recce, 1 fis Majesty’s Consul-General at Ispahan, and the Bakhtiari Chiefs, 
relative to the exploitation of naphtha in their territory. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


IncloBurc in No. 52. 

Mr. E. Grant Dull' to Mnshir-etl-Dowleh. 

Your Excellency, December 11, 1905. 

IT will be in your recollection that in the year 1901 the Government of His 
Imperial Majesty the Shah granted to Air. W. K. D’Arcy the special and exclusive 
privilege to exploit petroleum throughout the whole extent of the Persian Empire, 
except in certain provinces of the north, for a term of sixty years. 

Your Excellency will also remember that the terms of Article 3 of Mr. D’Arcy’s 
Concession give him the right of acquiring all and any other lands and buildings 
necessary for his operations, with the consent of the proprietors, on such conditions as 
a^ may be arranged between him and them without their being allowed to make 
demands of a nature to surcharge the prices ordinarily current for lands situate in 
their respective localities. 

\s tin' Persian Government is aware, large deposits of petroleum are believed to 
i \Gt on tlu* lands belonging to the Bakhtiari, and Mr. D’Arcy and the Company he has 
Inrmod haw* entered into the inclosed Agreement with the Bakhtiari Chiefs, ' who 
claimed that their consent was necessary before the Company could engage in 
operations on the property held by the tribe. The Company, desirous to avoid delays 
and complications, did not dispute this claim, but settled the matter with the Khans 
mi the lines described in the inclosed document. As the Company deemed it to be 
their duty to bring the said arrangement to the knowledge of the Shah as Sovereign 
and grantor of the Concession, 1 am instructed by His Majesty's Principal Secretary of 
State to inform \our Excellency of its purport, and to request you to be so good as to 
take note ol it. 

(Signed)' U ’ EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 
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[2420] No. 53. 

Sir C. Hardinge to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 20.) 

(No. 32.) 

Sir, St. Petersburgh, January 6, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to report that I arrived in St. Petersburgh yesterday. The 
town presented its usual peaceful aspect, with indications of festive preparations for 
the celebration of Christmas Day to-morrow, large numbers of Christmas trees being 
in the streets for sale. 

I at once called upon Count Lamsdorff, and handed to his Excellency an official 
request to be received in audience by the Emperor so as to present to His Majesty the 
letter from the King announcing my recall. 

It was tacitly agreed that any discussion of political questions should he postponed 
until another occasion, and I therefore called again on Count Lamsdorff to-day and had 
an hour’s friendly conversation with his Excellency. 

I told Count Lamsdorff that the day before I left London I bad the pleasure of 
seeing Count Benckendorff, and that his Excellency had given me some notes in his 
own handwriting from which it appeared that the Russian Government had received 
information from their Minister in China to the effect that His Majesty’s Government 
were negotiating a Treaty with the Chinese Government relating to Thibet, which 
would he in contravention with the repeated assurances of Lord Lansdownc as to the 
intentions of His Majesty’s Government. The substance of the information given by 
M. Pokhotiloff proved, however, to be purely imaginary and to have no foundation 
whatever, and it was evident that he had been made the victim of a dceeplion. 

I gave Count Lamsdorff a short account of what had taken place and of how the 
negotiations for the conclusion of a Treaty of Adhesion had failed, and I assured him 
that our situation in Thibet remained the same as at the conclusion of the Convention 
which had boon ratified on the 11th November, 1904, and subsequently published. 

His Excellency thanked me for the information, and stated that the reports sent 
by M. Pokhotiloff had appeared to him somewhat vague and improbable, lmt that he 
had thought it best to court a contradiction from llis Majesty’s Government, since 
there was a certain party in Russia who regarded with jealous suspicion any modifica¬ 
tion of the status quo in Thibet, where Russian interests were, however, of a purely 
religious nature. He expressed his satisfaction that this report has been thus 
disposed of. 

I remarked to Count Lamsdorff that there appeared to me to be some strange 
agency at work endeavouring to create a sense of distrust between the two Govern¬ 
ments, for, while these baseless reports were being transmitted from China, still more 
absurd stories had been recently repeated from Constantinople of an extension of the 
Anglo-Japanese Alliance to the Near East with a view to modifying the international 
situation in the Straits of the Dardanelles and Bosphorus. Such stories were really 
too grotesque to require serious contradiction, and it was only from the Russian 
Government that such an incredible suggestion had been heard. It was, however, far 
better in these cases to frankly ask for information from His Majesty’s Government 
and so to prevent the possibility of distrust being created by the intrigues of a third 
party, and I expressed the hope that Count Benckendorff would invariably in such 
cases address himself to you or to me when I have taken up my duties at the Foreign 
Office, and thus prevent the possibility of any misunderstandings. 

Count Lamsdorff replied that lie had been completely mystified by this informa¬ 
tion, which ho had received in circumstantial detail from more than one source, and 
that ho had warned the Russian Ambassador at Constantinople to unravel tlxe 
mystery and to endeavour to ascertain the object and the origin of this palpable 
intrigue. Ho entirely agreed as to the expediency of a frank interchange of information 
between the two Governments as the best means of frustrating the manoeuvres of 
those who wished to create mischief, and he expressed his confidence that in such a 
manner the unity of aim of the two countries would gradually become apparent to 
all parties, and that those differences which had existed in the past would likewise 
disappear. 

To this remark I replied that 1 had been very much struck during my recent 
absence in England by the change in public opinion towards Russia and by the warm 
sympathy generally felt towards her during the serious crisis through which she had 
been passing. I had been particularly impressed at hearing prayers offered up in a 
small country church a few weeks ago for the restoration of peace and tranquillity in 
Russia, and I regarded such an incident as an indication of the feeling of all classes. 
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T felt that after your conversation with Count Benckendorff on the 13th ultimo it 
was hardly necessary for me to repeat that llis Majesty’s Government would resume 
with pleasure at a suitable moment the negotiations for a genera] understanding on 
all questions which had unfortunately been interrupted by the outbreak of the war, 
and, as a proof of the bona fides of the intentions of llis Majesty’s Government, I 
reminded his Excellency of your statement of your desire to avoid any action which 
might be interpreted as taking advantage of the embarrassments of the Russian 
Government or which might prejudice the success of the negotiations later. I 
remarked, however, that when you had talked to me on this subject before I left 
London you had distinctly stated that you expected an attitude of reciprocity on the 
part of the Russian Government, and that no attempt would in the meantime be made 
by them to modify the status quo in Persia or elsewhere. I said that Persia had been 
particularly mentioned since it was known to Llis Majesty’s Government that the 
Persian Government had made an application some time ago to the Russian Govern¬ 
ment for a loan of money, and that the loan had not been accepted owing to the 
onerous nature of tbe conditions imposed. The Persian Government had thereupon 
applied to llis Majesty’s Government, and I knew that you were strongly opposed to 
granting the Persian Government any money at all, and that you had written to the 
Prime Minister in that sense. 

Count Lamsdorff replied that it was quite true that an application for a loan had 
been made some time ago by the Persian Government, but that he w T as very averse to 
giving them any more money, as it was simply throwing money away, lie fully 
appreciated the value of your message to Count Benckendorff, and assured me that he 
gladly undertook to assume an attitude of reciprocity. lie stated that there was no 
fear at present of any policy of adventure being adopted in Persia or elsewhere. 

I observed that it was not so much the action of officials or the Ministry for 
Foreign Affairs which was to be feared as that of persons such as M. Grube, who, 
though belonging to the Ministry of Finance, acted in Persia quite independently of 
the Russian Legation. 

Count Lamsdorff assured me that with the present Minister of Finance 1 need 
feel no alarm on that score, and that it was not likely that anything would now be 
doin' in Persia without his being previously consulted. 

1 further mentioned that the only possible eventuality by which llis Majesty’s 
Government might unwillingly be forced to deviate from their present policy of 
inaction would be in the case of a fanatical outbreak in the South of Persia against 
the Christians, when it might become necessary to protect British subjects in the 
South, and more particularly in the ports of the Persian Gulf. Proofs of the 
imminence of such an outbreak were not, however, conclusive. 

lb' said that such an outbreak would constitute a common danger, and no 
objection could be raised to the adoption of requisite precautions to crush it 
at once. 

Count Lamsdorff finally expressed to me his great satisfaction at hearing what I 
had told him of the friendly sympathy manifested in England towards Russia, which 
he interpreted as the result of a higher culture than that which prevails in this 
country, and as a recognition of the necessity of a strong Russia as a counterpoise in 
the European system, lie regarded the improvement in the relations of the two 
countries as a most happy and welcome omen for the future. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CHARLES HARDINGE 


2478] No. 54. 

Mr. ft. Grant Duff' to Sir Edward Grey.—[Received January 20, 1906.) 

(No. 207. Confidential.) 

Sir, Tehran , December 20, 1905. 

1 HAVE the honour to transmit herewith copy of a despatch from His Majesty’s 
Consul-General at Isfahan, inclosing reports regarding— 

1. 'flic present state of the Bakhtiari tribe. 

2 . The Ahwaz-Isfahan Road. 

3. The negotiations with the Bakhtiari Khans for the exploitation of naphtha in. 
their territory. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 
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Inclosure 1 in No. 54. 

Consul-General Preece to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 66.) 

gir, Isfahan, November 27, 1905. 

I HAVE the honour to forward to you herewith the following reports on my late 
visit to the Bakhtiari country, viz.:— 

1. Report on state of the Bakhtiaris. 

2. Report on the Ahwaz-Isfahan Road. 

3 . Report on the negotiations with the Chiefs of the Bakhtiari tribes for the 
exploitation of naphtha in their country. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. R. PREECE. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 54. 

Report on the state of the Bakhtiaris. 

DURIN G the course of the last three years the Bakhtiaris have suffered the loss 
by death of two of their chief men. Isfendiar Khan Sirdar Assad, Ilkhani of the 
tribes, the eldest son of the late Haji Houssein Kuli Khan, who for a space of some 
twelve years as Eel Beggi, and then, on the death of Haji Imam Kuli Khan, as Eel 
Khanee, had by his great tact and judgment kept not only the tribes in order, but 
also kept the peace between his own numerous brothers and cousins so that, at his 
death in 1902, he left the tribes in such a prosperous and peaceful condition as they 
had never previously known. He was succeeded by his cousin, the Sipahdar 
(afterwards Sirdar Mufakam), eldest son of Haji Imam Kuli Khan, also a strong man. 
The Samsam-es-Sultaneh, Isfandiar Khan’s brother, becoming Eel Beggi in place of 
the Sipahdar. In the meantime, it would appear that since the death of Isfandiar 
Khan, Haji Ali Kuli Khan had been somewhat disturbing the internal peace of the 
tribes by his intrigues, causing the Eel Khane and Eel Beggi to write to the supreme 
Government asking for an order exiling him from the Bakhtiari country. This request 
only got to Tehran after the death of the Sirdar Mufakam in the spring of this year, 
when Haji Ali Kuli Khan was on his way to Tehran. 

The Government nominated Samsam-es-Sultaneh as Eel Khane and Shahab-es- 
Sultaneh, the late Eel Khanc’s brother, as Eel Beggi, continuing the procedure of the 
last few years. 

These appointments occasioned an access of jealously in Haji Ali Kuli Khan, 
mainly against his brother, the Samsam-es-Sultaneh. This was much accentuated by 
the Prime Minister showing him the letter above referred to. lie got himself made 
Sardar Assad, the title of his late brother, and utilized his stay in Tehran to 
get the Government to address themselves to him with regard to various atlairs of 
the tribes, and so worked to undermine the power and authority of the two Chiefs. 

The supreme Government were not slow to note their chance of breaking the 
power of the Bakhtiari Khans, and arc continually addressing messages and letters 
to him with regard to tribal affairs, and so widening the breach between the two 
parties. 

These parties are now made up in the following way :— 


Ranmin-es-Saltaneh, Eel Khane ,. 
Shahab-es-Rnltaneh, Eel Beggi. 
Sarnm-ul-Mulk 

Moin-i-Humnyum 

Ali Aillmi Khun 

Morte/u Kuli Khan 

Munazem-ul-Mulk .. 

Brother of Haji Ali Kuli Khan. 

Brother of Shahab-es-Saltaneh. 

Ditto. 

Ditto. 

Ron of Samsam-es-Saltaneh. 1 

Second son of late Sirdar Assad. S 

Against these are arranged:— | 

Haji Ali Kuli Khan 

Sirdar Assad. 

Rulnr Arfa .. .. .. • 

His brother. j 

Ittizad es-Sultan .. .. 

Ditto. i 

Muntazam cd Dowlch ., 

Eldest son of late Sirdar Assad. , 


* 
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Haji Ali Kuli Khan is a man who is absolutely eaten up with conceit, his belief 
in himself and in his capacity to govern the tribes has always been very great. His 
long sojourn in Tehran and his friendship with the Amin-es-Sultan, the late Prime 
Minister, together with a short visit to Europe in 1901, gives him advantages not 
possessed by the other Khans according to his own ideas, and thus generally the 
private “ I ” is pushed very much too prominently before the public eye. To hear 
him talk, one would think that ho alone is capable of governing the tribes. It is true 
that he is to a certain extent more clever than the two Chiefs, but he discounts all this 
by smoking opium and drinking arrack, &c., very heavily, and goes to bed drunk 
almost every night of his life, so that it is often very late in the day before he is equal 
to work, and even then he is not over keen about it. It struck me that his sentiments 
towards us had become considerably modified, and were not nearly as pronounced as 
they were. I would point out here that he was the deus ex machina as regards 
the Ahwaz-Tsfahan Road. To account for this cooling off, I learn that, when in 
Tehran, he became very great friends with the Russian Colonel of Cossacks. Any way, 
1 found him not only obstructive as regards the Naphtha Agreement, but also in 
various other ways, and had not the Eel Kliane and Eel Bcggi insisted upon his 
coming to an arrangement with me on the subject, the matter would have fallen 
through altogether. As it was, after having come to a definite arrangement with me, 
he at the last tried to frighten the above Chiefs into declining to sign the Agreement. 
Haji Ali Kuli Khan had received the Shah’s permission to visit Europe, but he now 
declines to avail himself of it, preferring to remain in Chaliar Melial during the 
winter, and generally inconveniencing the Chiefs and probably setting the whole 
of the tribes by the cars. I pointed out to him and to his brother, the Salar Arfa, 
wlmt a disastrous course he was following, and that he was surely going the way 
to completely wreck the prosperity of themselves and the tribes he saw all that 
quite clearly, but his brother and his cousin were incapable, and they must be upset. 

These two Chieis, the Eel Khauo and Eel Eeggi see quite clearly the rocks ahead 
on which Haji Ali Kuli Khan is trying to drive them. They want to avoid them if 
they can, and with this idea they are both about to pay Tehran a visit so as to show 
themsolvcs to the Shah and the Prime Minister and also to try and undo some of the 
harm done them by tiaji Ali Kuli Khan. This proceeding to Tehran is a matter of 
very gravo offence to Haji Ali Kuli Khan and his brothers. Equally the Eel Kliane 
and bel Bcggi, knowing that Haji Ali Kuli Khan has many powerful friends in 
Tehran, are very fearful (fiat some trick may be played them and that they may he 
kept in Tehran as hostages. But notwithstanding these fears, they are ’going to start 
in about a month’s time for the capital. 

As I have already had the honour to point out, it was owing to their insistence 
that the Agreement for the exploitation of naphtha was carried out. They fully 
realized how it would enhance their position in the south-west and would draw the 
bonds between the Bakhtinri tribes and His Majesty’s Government closer, secure them 
from undue interference by the supreme Government and carry on tin; policy which 
has been quietly developed during the last few years. Altogether, a more far- 
seeing and truer line of policy for themselves and the benefit of the tribes than that of 
■Haji Ali Kuli Khan, which will throw the tribes back into a state of anarchy and 
lawlessness similar to what they were in alter his father’s murder. 

Under these circumstances I would venture to respectfully suggest that His 
Majesty’s Legation should give these Chiefs, when in Tehran, all the moral and 
material support they can, should they require it, with a view of keeping the tribes in 
their present state of contontment and prosperity, even if it is necessary to the exiling 
of Haji Ali Kuli Khan. This lino will materially help the well-being of the Ahwaz- 
lsfahan Road and the operations of the Concessions Syndicate for the exploitation of 
naphtha. 

(Signed) J. R. PREECE. 

November 24, 1905. 


Report on the Ahwaz-Isfahan Road. 

During the last two years robberies on the Ahwaz-Isfahan Road by men from the 
Kuhgelu tribe have been somewhat frequent, and although the Baklitiari Khans 
have complained oi these robberies, tho Central Government have done nothing. All 
the Khans asked for was an order from the Central Government allowing them, in 


accordance with then.’ original concession, to follow up and capture the robbers 
where ever they were found. Without such an order they seem afraid to act, as 
the Kuhgelus are a tribe of Ears, and this would have brought them into conflict with 
the Governor-General of Ears, the Shoa-es-Saltaneh, the second son of the Shah. As 
these robberies were allowed to go unpunished last year and the previous year, the 
Kuhgelus have become more daring and several robberies of considerable magnitude 
have occurred during this summer, so that the Baklitiari Chiefs are beyond measure 
incensed at the state of affairs ; to add to their discontent, the Government ignores 
their complaints, put forward through His Majesty’s Legation, but wires to them 
that the Legation are complaining of them and the robberies of Messrs. Lynch’s goods 
and why do they not pay up, that they must do so at once, and that a Commissioner 
is on his way to investigate the cases, thus completely reversing the situation. 

As I told you in my telegram No. 40 of the 22nd October, the Khans unless they 
obtain redress, and are allowed to pursue the robbers, propose to declare the road 
unsafe and shut it up for caravan traffic. Such was what Haji Ali Kuli Khan told 
me more than once was their intention, but just before leaving Chahar Mehal, 
Samsam-es-Saltaneh, the Eel Khane, said he did not approve of such a drastic measure 
and that he would try to stop the robberies by increasing the “ tufangchis ” on the 
road. 1 may point out here that the question of the Kuhgelus now assumes an 
additional importance as the Concessions Syndicate will commence work near Ram 
Hormuz, only some 8 miles from their country. 

These robberies rendered the Khans most sensitive on the road question in every 
way. It is a matter of much regret to me that, with reference to the 3,000 tomans, 
which they had agreed to give Messrs. Lynch Brothers to repair the road, there seems 
to have been a double mistake. In the first place, Messrs. Lynch’s letter, inclosed in 
Legation despatch No. 12 of the 3rd May, 1905, owing to my going on leave, appears 
not to have been communicated to the Khans. Then, when the Khans offered to 
Messrs. Lynch’s agent this amount, he declined to receive it. I have tried to persuade 
the Khans to pay the 3,000 tomans in the coming year, plus the 1,000 tomans for 
1906, but they decline to entertain the idea, nor will they now pay in even the 
1,000 tomans, as they say they can repair the road themselves at a much less cost than 
would be incurred by Messrs. Lynch. 

I informed them that the road was now managed by the Persian Transport 
Company and had three Directors to look after it, Mr. Lynch being one of the 
Directors. I had been asked at home by Mr. Lynch and Colonel Picot to see if it 
were not possible to get the Chiefs to hand over the working of the road to the Persian 
Transport Company, that they should take the tolls, and, after setting apart a sum 
for repairs of the road, bridges, &c., and cost of men, &c., and hand over the balance 
to the Khans, or else to buy the road right out from the Baklitiaris. The Chiefs 
explained that, owing to the way they utilized the road to take their taxes out of the 
tribes, and the inextricable way this and the levying of the road tax was mixed up, it 
was quite impossible to entertain the idea that to sell the road was to sell themselves, 
and was not to be thought of. 

At the present moment the general outlook for this road is not too bright, but 
things will go on in the same old way if the robberies by the Kuhgelus are 
stopped. 

Should it happen that in the future Haji Ali Kuli Khan comes out as Eel Khane, 
I can only suggest that Colonel Picot, who is a very groat fviond of his, and stands 
very well with him, should go out to tho Baklitiari country and see him. It is more 
than probable that he may succeed in making a satisfactory arrangement with him for 
the well-being of the road. 

(Signed) J. R. PREECE. 

November 24, 1905. 


Telegram from the Atabeg to Sirdar Assad. 

According to what the British Legation state, besides the robbery which took 
place some time ago on the Baklitiari Road, and of which a copy of the things robbed 
was sent to you by the Eoreign Office, and which you have not recovered yet, again, 
lately, a few loads of cloth and loaf sugar, and a sum of money in cash, &c., have been 
robbed by the Kuhgelu tribes on the Baklitiari Road, and you have not taken any 
steps at all to recover them. This matter has been brought to the notice of His 
Majesty, and has made His Majesty very angry, and he has ordered that I should toll 
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you that, notwithstanding the strict orders which have always been given about the 
security of the road, and especially when you were taking leave, why should the road 
he so insecure ? Then what is the use of you, who are the Eel Khane of the 
Bakhtiari tribes, and very powerful, and who are responsible to the Government ? It 
is clear, when the security of the road is in your charge, if they come from any 
other place and district and commit robberies, you have to be called to account; and 
how is it possible that you should not know who the thieves and robbers are, and 
from which tribe they have been? In any case, your duty is to follow and capture 
them and take hack the things stolen, and not to fold your hands and bring forward 
the excuse that the robbers have come from other districts, and that it has no con¬ 
nection with your administration, and so to neglect your work and be the cause of 
complaints. Anyhow, according to llis Majesty’s orders, a special Commissioner has 
been sent from here. After the arrival of the Commissioner, you must, according to 
the copy which the Foreign Office will send you, give him the value of the things in 
full; and afterwards also, if any robbery is to occur, whether the robbers be from 
the Kuligelu tribes or other places, you have to follow them up, and when you follow 
their track to the end of your district, you have to stop your horsemen there and 
immediately inform us who the robbers are, and to which tribe they belong, and where 
they have gone. After you inform us, instructions will be given without delay for 
following and capturing them. And, according to this arrangement, if another time 
I hear anything about the disorder of that place, or if any complaint be made by the 
British Legation on this subject, you will be severely called to account and be 
s.criously responsible. According to His Majesty’s orders, the value of the things 
robbed up to date is to be paid without excuses. The Special Commissioner has 
been appointed and sent to take the compensation as soon as possible and to 
inform us. 


Telegram from the Ataheg to Sirdar Assad. 

According to what the British Legation say and from information received, two 
loads of cloth and two loads of loaf sugar belonging to Lynch and Co., and some other 
things belonging to muleteers, their value being 2,8G5 tomans, have been robbed 
between Sarkhau and Dupulan ; also sixteen mules and four donkeys, and a quantity 
of merchandize, have been robbed at Pul Ainarat. According to His Majesty’s 
orders, it has been decided that the local authorities are responsible for robberies, 
whether the robber belong to the district or come from other places and commit a 
robbery. The duty of the local authorities is to capture them and to take back the 
robbed things. Therefore, without fail, recover either what has been taken or else 
their value, and speedily give them to their owners, and inform me of the result as 
soon as possible. 


Report on the Negotiations with the Chiefs of the Bakhtiari Tribes for the Exploitation 

of IS aphtha in their Country. 

When I returned to Isfahan from leave, on the 28th September, I already learnt 
that the state of affairs prevailing among the Bakhtiari Chiefs was very different to 
what I had left it in the spring of the year, and it became evident to me that it would 
prove no easy job to induce them to accept terms to open up their country to the 
exploring parties of the Syndicate for the exploitation of naphtha which would be at 
all acceptable to the Company. When I got to Shalamzar, the village of the 
Eel Khane, Samsam-es-Saltaneh, I found all the Khans assembled there, with the 
exception of the Haji All Kuli Khan. Unfortunately, owing to the illness of the 
Moin-i-llumayum and his wife, the Shahab-es-Saltaneh had to leave next day for 
Ardab Tin* lady died before he got there. 

The Shahab-es-Saltaneh’s absence from the conferences was a great loss to me, as 
ho is my great friend and the one on whom 1 mainly relied for support. However, 
I had two long talks with the Samsam-es-Saltaneh and the Shahab-es-Saltaneh, and 
had the question of boring for naphtha well in train with them before the latter had 
to leave. Had I only had to deal with these two Chiefs I should have arranged the 
whole thing in two or three days, very much on the lines sanctioned by the Company; 
but in the evening Haji Ali Kuli Khan appeared on the scene like a whirlwind, and 
swept all tho previous arrangements away. He was elected their spokesman, and ali 
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the arrangements afterwards made were done with him. He commenced by agreeing 
to the money terms, but only for guards, &e., stating that the Chiefs would not lease a 
yard of their country for money, but that they must be partners in the concern. He- 
then began talking of 20 per cent, of the profits and suchlike nonsense. It was a vory 
difficult matter keeping one’s temper with him—especially for me, as I was extremely 
ill—as his manner was extremely offensive. He particularly was objectionable over 
the watch and gun which, owing to the kindness of Lord Lansdowne, I had presented 
to the Eel Khane and Eel Beggi on the part of His Majesty’s Government, and which' 
had been accepted with much effusion by those persons ; but the Tlaji dilated on the 
point that the Chiefs of the Bakhtiari were able to buy such things for themselves, 
and that he had arranged with Sir Arthur Hardinge that for the future such presents 
should not be given; that if His Majesty’s Government wished to do the Khans 
honour they might send them decorations. They would be appreciated and would 
have some use—not like those which had been distributed wholesale in Tehran among 
a worthless lot of people, Avho could never be of any use to His Majesty’s Government, 
like the Bakhtiari might be. This subject xvas referred to again and again in the 
various talks I had with the Haji. 

However, to return to the question of agreement. I pointed out to him that 
his proposal was absurd, and that last year only 10 per cent, had been asked for. 

After a discussion lasting over four days and a removal from Shalamzar to 
Janagun, their proposals were at last reduced to the limited money terms and 5 per 
cent, of fully paid up ordinary shares of all shares issued in any Companies created 
to work naphtha in the Bakhtiari country. They have great faith in the capacity of 
their oil-bearing country; they think that Baku will be nothing to it in comparison. 
They continually dwelt on this point. They describe the oil-belt as being about 
100 miles long by about from 8 miles to 12 miles broad, running in a north-westerly 
direction from east of Ram Hormuz to north-cast of Shuster. There is one place 
known as Maklan-i-Man Kaftan (the plain of much naphtha) to the east of Shuster, 
which is full of naphtha according to them. 

However, we had got to a working agreement, which was wired home for 
acceptance. The terms seemed to me to he fairly good ones, and very much better 
than I ever expected to get at one time. The reply was a long time in coming, 
and 1 was continually working at the Chiefs, telling them that I did not think that 
their proposal would be agreed to. 

During this time also the two Chiefs made Haji Ali Kuli Khan understand 
that, out of consideration for me and to accentuate their friendship, he must come 
to some arrangement, so that when Mr. D’Arcy’s reply came, insisting on a limit of 
shares, the IJadji was in a more pliant state. 

On learning the refusal of the terms, he at first proposed to take 5 per cent, of 
shares up to 200,0001, and 2| per cent, on the balance issued. They would not listen 
to a limit; that conveyed the idea to their minds of an attempt to get to windward 
of them. Ultimately, at my suggestion, they agreed to accept 3 per cent, all round 
without any limit, and at that figure the agreement was concluded. 

I may frankly say that I am beyond measure surprised at getting such good 
terms from the Chiefs. Three per cent, to a Persian is next door to nothing when 
you take into account that they get 12 per cent., 1G per cent., 20 per cent, for their 
money with good security. Then, again, they have but tho very crudest ideas of 
Companies, shares, and such like things. The questions they put to mo to answer 
were most embarrassing at times. 

After I sent off my wire proposing the 3 per cent, terms the whole affair was 
nearly upset. After making all the arrangements and accepting the Agreement, 
Article by Article, Haji Ali Kuli Khan took himself off to his village of Janagun, 
whence I had returned a few days previous. Before leaving he, in front of a good 
number of the tribesmen, fired a parting shot into the other Chiefs who had not yet 
signed the Agreement, saying, “ If you want to sign this Agreement do so, but you 
are creating a very dangerous situation for yourselves and the tribes.” This frightened 
the two Chiefs and they wanted to withdraw. It was with much difficulty that I 
made them understand that Haji Ali Kuli Khan was only playing them a trick for 
his own ends, and induced them to see the thing in a proper light and sign the 
Agreement, which at last they did. It was only after two days’ hard work that 
Haji Ali Kuli Khan was also got to sign, and so tho Agreement was completed. 

I was never more pleased in my life, as 1 did not think I was ever going to 
bring it off, and on such advantageous terms. I am much beholden to the Chiefs for 
their consideration of me. They knew that I was ill and suffering, and so gave in to 
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me on many points. It was very hard work in the state I was to keep a level head 
and an equitable temper, hut I am glad to say that I succeeded in doing so, and finally 
got all I wanted. 

I left Shahamzar two days after the Agreement was signed, bringing with me 
at the request of the Eel Khane, their copy of the Agreement, which he wished 
registered in the books of this Consulate. I have the honour to attach herewith a 
translation of the Agreement. 

(Signed) J. R. PREECE. 

November 27, 1905. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 54. 

Agreement between Messrs, jft. K. D’Arcy and the Concessions Syndicate (Limited), with 

the Bahhtiari Khans regarding the Right to Drill for Petroleum on the Lands of the 

latter. 

(Translation.) 

THE following is a translation of the Agreement entered into between the 
following two parties :— 

The first party being W. K. D’Arcy, Esq., and those associated with him in the 
Oil Concession granted him by His Imperial Majesty the Shah of Persia; the second 
party being the Chiefs of the Bakhtiari tribe, and is included in the six following 
paragraphs:— 

1. 'Hie first party has the right, for a period of five years from the date of signing 
this Agreement, to make all examinations, borings, inquiries, and investigations 
necessary for the finding of oil in the Bakhtiari country, and the said first party can 
make such highways, roads, and pipe-lines in connection with this business as he may 
think necessary and expedient. 

Also the said first party can build dwelling-houses, store buildings, workshops, &c., 
as he may think necessary for the carrying out of his work. 

The Chiefs of the Bakhtiari tribe will give free of cost all uncultivated ground 
required for this work, but ground required on which to build houses for the 
men to live in, should it be cultivated either by men as of irrigation or by rain¬ 
water, the first party must pay for at the usual price for such land current at 
the time, 

Wherever the first party may form a permanent camp, he should build also near 
by two towers in which ten guards can live. Should any difference of opinion exist 
on the subject of the price to be paid for such land, the question must be referred to 
llis Britannic Majesty’s Consul, Mohammerab, and the head of the guards appointed 
by the second party, and their decision must be final. 

The second party, in consideration of an annual payment of 2,000 /., undertake to 
appoint guards on the road and guards to watch the houses, buildings, and dwellings 
and structures of every kind, and afford necessary protection for those w r lio are working 
and drilling, and all workmen and employes of the first party who may bo engaged in 
the execution of his work. 

This Agreement takes effect from, and remains in force till the first party 
commence work, and till they stop work respectively in the lands of the Bakhtiari, 
and if the first party stop work before the expiry of five years, the second party has 
no right to ask payment on this account, but so long as the first party work, so long 
will the above sum be paid by him to the second party, quarterly in advance, the first 
quarter’s payment being made on this Agreement being signed. 

In consideration of this payment the second party is responsible for any robbery 
which may happen or loss or damage which may occur through the men of the 
Bakhtiaii tribe or others in the Bakhtiari country, to the employes of the first party, 
or to the houses, workshops, machinery, and property of the people in the camp, and 
every sort, of loss which may happen in the Bakhtiari country the second party 
undertake to pay compensation. 

It is incumbent on-the agents of the first party that they keep all money locked 
in iron cash safes and in a safe place. 

Until the finding of oil the second party will appoint two gangs of guards for the 
two places on which drilling is to be done, and place them at the disposal of the 
first party, and, on oil beimr found, as many gangs of guards as may be required to 
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guard the various spots where drilling may be done will be supplied by the second 
party, and due protection afforded. 

2. It is hereby agreed that if oil be found sufficient in quantity and of good 
quality in the lands of the Bakhtiari, and the first party proceeds to refine and trade 
in it, the terms of the first section of this Agreement will be binding so long as the 
Concession under which the first party is working, continues in force. 

After the pipe-line for the conveyance of oil be laid to convey the oil to the 
refinery, and the oil be ready to pass through the said pipes, the first party agrees to 
pay to the second party 1 r 000L p er year, quarterly in advance, so that the quarterly 
payment will then be 3,000/4 i n advance for the safe guarding of pipe-lines, roads, 
houses, and property in the camps as above agreed. 

Eurther also, after the formation of one or more companies to work oil in the 
Bakhtiaii country, and after the oil is passed through the pipes, the first party under¬ 
takes to give to the second party 3 per cent, of all the ordinary shares issued, which 
shares must be fully paid up. 

3. If the existing springs of oil be spoilt by the work of the first party and be of 
no further use, the said first party agrees to compensate the second party. In the 
event of dispute in respect of the amount of this compensation, His Britannic Majesty’s 
Consul at Isfahan shall be Arbitrator. 

4. The second party is bound to appoint special and respectable chiefs or heads of 
guards, who will control both guards and Persian workmen employed on the work of 
the first party, and should the guards, workmen, or Persian employes become lazy in 
their work, they shall punish them after advising 1 he Agent of the first party, and 
make them work, and not allow them to cause trouble in future. 

In any case, they have to serve honestly, giving satisfaction to the first party, 
and to guard efficiently. 

5. The payment made by the first party to the second party of this Agreement is 
for the specific purposes mentioned above, but should the employes of the second 
party fail in their duties, the first party has the right to ask compensation for any 
loss, after reporting to His Britannic Majesty’s Consul, Isfahan, this Agreement still 
holding good. 

The second party is responsible, and will deal with any people who cause trouble 
in not accepting the terms of this Agreement. 

6. After the expiration of the period of the Concession granted by His Imperial 
Majesty the Shah, such buildings as were the property of the first party will then 
belong to the second party. 

All the contents of the Contract written above is correct. 

(Signed) SAMSAM-ES-SALTANEH. 

All the contents of the Contract written above is correct. 

(Signed) SHAHIB-ES-SALTANEJI. 

SIRDAR ASSAD. 

AL1 KULI, Bakhtiari. 

NASI, ditto. 
SARAM-UL-MULK. 

Before me, T. E. Samsam-es-Saltaneh, Sirdar Assad, Shadar-es-Saltaneh, and 
Sarum-ul-Mulk, signed this Agreement, and with their own seals and in their own 
handwriting, signed and sealed it. 15th November, 1905, a.d. 

(Signed and sealed) Mohammed Taki, 

Amin-i- Sharia. 


Note .—Tho Amin-i-Sharia is first Munshi of this Consulate.—J. R. Preece. 

By the power of attorney granted to us by William Knox D’Arcy, Esq., and the 
Concessions Syndicate (Limited), we, duly authorized, sign this document. 

* (Signed) J. R. PREECE. His Britannic Majesty's 

Consul-General, Isfahan. 

GEO. B. REYNOLDS, Mernb. Inst. C.E. 


[1618] 
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[2479] No. 55. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff' to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 20, 1906.) 

(No. 268.) 

Sir, Tehran, December 20, 1905. 

TN accordance with the instructions contained in the Marquess of Lansdowne’s 
despatch No. 147 of the 20th October last, I have the honour to transmit herewith a 
report drawn up by Mr. Proero, i I is Majesty’s Consul-General at Ispahan, regarding 
the present state of the Bakhtiari road. 

You will see that the account given by Mr. Prcece of the condition of the track 
differs considerably from that given by Mr. Parry, Messrs. Lynch’s agent, in liis letter 
from Ahwaz. dated the 21st August last (see Lord Lansdowne’s despatch No. 147 of 
the 20th October last). 

It must be remembered that no road in Persia is ever in what an English engineer 
would consider a satisfactory condition. If left to Persian supervision, all that one 
can hope to obtain is a track which, if annually repaired in the worst places, is 
sufficiently good to allow caravan traffic without positive danger to the muleteers or 
camel men and their beasts. 

Mr. Preece thinks that on the whole the Bakhtiari road is in a fair state, and 
that the 6,000 tomans down, plus 1,000 tomans a-year which the Chiefs proposed to 
spend in repairs, would have kept it in a reasonably good condition. I understand 
that the oiler made by the Chiefs has now been withdrawn. As regards the robberies 
on the road, I have already had the honour to report in my telegram No. 167 of the 
3rd instant that a Mamur has been sent to recover the stolen goods and punish the 
perpetrators. The Mushir-ed-Dowleh has also verbally informed me that in future the 
Bakhtiaris will be allowed to pursue the Kuhgelu robbers as far as the limits of the 
Bakhtiari territory, after which the Governor of the province, in which the thieves 
take refuge, will be made responsible for their apprehension. 

Mr. Prcece informs me that the principal Bakhtiari Khans will arrive here at an 
early date, and I shall then do my best to obtain the erection of the caravanserais 
which they have undertaken to construct at Jaru, Alwani, and Wais. The caravan¬ 
serai at Malamir is already practically completed. 

I shall also do what I can to induce them to renew their offer of 3,000 tomans 
down and 1,000 tomans a-year for the upkeep of the road. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GKANT DUEF. 


Inclosure in No. 55. 

Consul-General Preece to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 70.) 

Sir, Ispahan, December 2, 1905. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your despatch No. 34 of the 
24th ultimo inclosing in original a despatch, No. 147 of the 20tli October from Lord 
Lansdowne, returned herewith. 

You will have received my despatch No. 66 of the 27th ultimo inclosing a Report 
on the Ahwaz-Ispahan road which largely anticipates your request for a full report on 
the matter. 1 may, however, supplement this report by some observations amplifying it. 

The letter of the Persian Transport Company of the 9th October last is very 
controversial, but it does not appear to me that any good result would obtain by 
replying to it. 

Mr. Parry’s Report is a careful one on the state of the road, and according to his 
lights, made, 1 take it from my knowledge of Mr. Parry, in perfect good faith; but I 
must point out that, as far as I am aware, his experience of hill roads is so small: this 
is only the second time he has been over this road, and that is the sum, I believe, of 
his travelling in Persia or thereabouts, so that his dictum must be somewhat freely 
discounted. I will not quote my thirty-seven years’ experience in Persian roads, but 
rely on Mr. Reynolds who has done some little travelling in Persia and Baluchistan, 
and who thinks that the whole road is a good caravan road, and Mr. Stainton, of the 
Telograph Department, who thinks that the road from Dopalan to Janagum vift the 
Tangi Darkesh Warkesh is an excellent specimen of a hill road; the part through the 


Tang is so good, that, but for the zig-zags, you might drive a carriage all along it. 
Mr. Stainton has twenty-seven years’ experience of travelling in Persia. He says 
that this road is a much better one than the Sliiraz-Bushire one. Both he and 
Mr. Reynolds travelled over this road in October, so it is likely that the Chiefs were 
right when they said that they had put the road in repair. With regard to the portion 
called Girmiseli, I particularly questioned Mr. Stainton about it, and he could not say 
that he thought any part of it was dangerous. Whether we, who have been used to 
travelling in Persia, are more callous than new-comers like Mr. Parry to these 
mountain roads, or that the road has been put in better order, must now remain an 
open question, but I am inclined to think that it is the former, and what Mr. Parry 
calls perfunctory appears to us quite adequate. Anyway, should such places be 
carried away, as Mr. Parry appears to anticipate may happen with the places repaired 
by the Chiefs ; I imagine the charvadar or muleteers would themselves at once repair 
it, at least that is what would happen on the Bushire road. 

At Gandum Kar, I am told by the Chiefs, they have the intention to make a 
village and put people into it so as to try and keep the road open during the winter 
months across the Barahmordeh Pass. They also say that they will put a caravanserai 
there. 

With reference to the Shalil Gorge, the road is made in the alluvial soil of the 
hill side, cut out of the hill in fact, and consequently must be affected by the spring 
rains ; there is no remedying this except by building a road out from the slope of the 
hill in stone. Mr. Parry is quite correct: this wants attention annually, even 
bi-annually. 

With reference to what Mr. Parry calls “ Kulmut” I must refer you to my Report 
of last year. I have nothing to add to it (vide my No. 56 of the 28th December, 1904). 

The crossing at the “ Cliesme Roghani ” is really not worth mentioning; as a 
rule there is scarcely a trickle of water in the stream, which even in flood will not bo 
more than 4 feet wide, and of no great depth. 

The Jaen descent, when I went over it last year, certainly would have been the 
better for repair, but I should not call its state deplorable. 

With reference to the accommodation on the road at various placeB mentioned by 
Mr. Parry, his information is not too accurate, for I am told that at Bistagan there is 
a caravanserai; at Khaverukh there are four; at Shalamzar there is one, also at 
Naghun. With reference to Jaru-Alwanieh and Wais, the Khans have again promised 
me that they will set about building caravanserais at once. Individual Chiefs 
propose putting building in hand in the coming year at places such as Karaghi and 
Aidal. This is a matter which will quickly develop as the road gets used. The fear 
of drought in the “ Garmisir ” stopping the due progress of the road must always be 
borne in mind, and it is this which is really the crucial question regarding the duo 
development of the road. If the charvadars and camelmen could but find adequate 
supplies at fair prices at all times procurable on this road, they would very soon take 
to it, and would not mind the state of the tract. As a matter of fact, they do not 
mind it. I have made very searching inquiries of them, and could not gather that 
they had complaints to make about tbe road, but I heard very many complaints as to 
the difficulty of getting proper supplies; but it is very easy for Messrs. Lynch’s 
agents, by putting leading questions to the charvadars, to draw from them the 
answers they require ; but, as a matter of fact, from Chaliar Mahal to Jaru there is 
not a really dangerous spot on the road from the charvadars’ point of view. 

Mr. Parry gives the earnings from tolls for various years, but he does not say, as 
is the case, that these earnings are a mixture of road takings and tribal tax, and 
cannot be separated. All the same, the progress of the road is very marked, and the 
Khans can very well afford paying for its upkeep. I had many talks with them on 
the subject, but judged it better not to press them too much on the question, as they 
were extremely sensitive and sore owing to the robberies by the Ivubgelu, and on this 
point I would draw your attention to the telegram sent by the Prime Minister to 
Hajji Ali Kuli Khan. The whole telegram is a bit weak, but the following is pure 
nonsense:— 

“And afterwards also, if any robbery is to occur, whether they be from the 
Kuhgelu tribes or others, you have to follow them, and when you follow their track 
to the end of your district you have to stop your horsemen there, and immediately 
inform us who the robbers are, and to which tribe they belong, and where they are 
gone. After you inform us, instructions will be given without delay for following and 
capturing them.” 
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From this message one would suppose that there were telegraph stations along 
the whole border in communication with the Chiefs, instead of it being necessary 
for a mounted man to go and communicate all this information, if he has acquired it; 
and, unless the horsemen can catch up with the robbers, I do not see how they are to 
get all the necessary information. Then for the Chiefs, supposing they are at 
Chahar Mahal, to send a message to Ispahan and get it to Tehran will take another 
three or four days, so that in this way a week may easily elapse; the same period 
being given for the reply to he given, a fortnight will have passed. What will have 
become of the robbers and the stuff robbed? Naturally, they will disappear; and 
that is what the Government expect. Such messages are simply meant to throw dust 
in our eyes. I most respectfully submit that the right the Bakhtiaris have, according 
to their original concession, to follow up the robbers and take them wherever they 
may be found, should be conceded them, and, if not given freely, should be 
insisted on. 

It may interest you to know, as showing that the Chiefs were not entirely 
opposed to this road question, and have consideration for Messrs. Lynch, that 
I was able to recover, through them, two sums of 910 and 990 krans advanced by 
Messrs. Lynch fo camelmen, in my opinion somewhat injudiciously. The former 
sum was recovered from a man who was directly supported by the Zil-es-Sultan, at 
the instigation of the Munshi Bashi and Aga Nejcfy, and is a very distinct score for 
this Consulate. 

In a previous Report I have had the honour to inform you that the two Chiefs, 
Samsam-es-Sultaneh and Shahab-es-Sultaneli, arc about to proceed to Tehran. I 
have but little doubt that if all goes well with them up there you will have no 
difficulty in inducing them to devote a certain sum of money to repairs to the road, 
especially il‘, owing to the action of ITis Majesty’s Legation, they have acquired the 
right io punish the Kuhgelus. The whole matter will very much turn on this one 
point. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. It. PREECE. 


[2632] No. 56 - 

Sir N. O’Conor io Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 22.) 

(No. 24.) 

j^j. Constantinople, January 17, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to forward herewith a despatch from His Majesty’s Consul 
at Erzoroum relative; to an encounter between Ottoman troops and Kurds on the lurco- 
Persian frontier. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) N. R. O’OONOlt. 


Inclosure in No. 56. 

Consul Shipley to Sir N. O’Conor. 

(No. 35.) 

gir, Erzeroum, December 26, 1905. 

I HAVE the honour to report to your Excellency the occurrence some ten or 
twelve days ago of the following incident, on the Turco-Persian frontier near Kazli-Gol, 
in the Bayezid Samljak of the vilayet: From such details as I have been able to obtain 
it would appear that a Kurdish tribe dwelling on the Persian side of the frontier had 
made encroachments on the pasturage claimed by another part of the same tribe in 
Turkish territory, and had in fact driven the latter back as far as the village of Bashlcent, 
close to the above-mentioned Kazli-Gol, where, however, they were stopped by a small 
Turkish garrison stationed at the latter place. There was, it appears, a rather sharp 
encounter between the troops and the tribe above alluded to, in which two of the former 
and sorno six or seven of the latter ivere killed. 

His Excellency Nazim Pasha, in the course of a conversation winch I had with 
him on the above subject, complained to mo somewhat of the continual encroachments 
on Turkish territory of these Persian tribes, and stated that on his arrival in the 
\ilayet some four years ago he had, in order to put a limit to them, found it 
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necessary to establish a garrison at the very village of Bashkent, the scene of the 
encounter above referred to. His Excellency further added that in his opinion one of 
the chief causes of these recurring incidents was to be found in the fact that sufficient 
provision did not appear to have been made by the Persian Government to keep its 
Kurdish subjects in proper check. He had, however, reported very fully on the matter 
to Constantinople with a view of something being done to arrive at a definite settlement 
of these frontier difficulties. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) II. S. SHIPLEY. 


[2751] No. 57. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff' to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 22.) 

(No. 22.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran , January 22, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

Condition of Fars. 

“ Following from His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz :— 

1 The situation here remains the same. High Commissioner is expected on the 
24th instant. Small numbers of malcontents from outlying districts are arriving in the 
city.’ ” 


[2769] No. 58. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 23.) 

TIIE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morlev, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a telegram 
from the Viceroy, dated the 20th January, relative to the Southern Customs of 
Persia. 

India Office, January 22, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 58. 

Government of India to Mr. Morley. 

(Telegraphic.) P. January 20, 1906. 

PLEASE l’efer to my telegram of the 9th instant as to the Persian loan. 
Telegraphic report from Resident in Persian Gulf gives 24,90,867 rupees as the total 
revenue irom Southern Customs, including Charbar and Mohammerah, (or the 
calendar year 1905. 

i Repeated to Tehran.) 


[2836] No. 59. 

Mr. E. Grunt Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 23.) 

(No. 23.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 23, 1906. 

F< )LLOWING sent to Seistan, and repeated to India :— 

“The Director of Customs in Seistan has been appointed by the Grand Vizier 
President of the Sanitary Council in that province, and the doctors of the British and 
Russian Consulates members. With them will be associated two local Persian doctors.” 


[IBIS] 
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[2935] No. 60. 

< Mr. Spring-Pice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 23.) 

(No. 16.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. St. Petcrslmrgh, January 23, 1906. 

, WITH reference to Mr. Grant Duff’s telegram No. 20 of the 13th instant, 
regarding the outbreak of plague in Seistan, I am informed by the Director of the 
First Department of the Russian Foreign Office that the local Russian authorities had 
ordered strong precautionary measures to he taken (by which I understood that a 
military cordon might be intended) since the outbreak was of a particularly violent 
description. 


[2383] No. 61. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duf. 

(No. 1,1.) 

(Telegraphic.) 1’. Foreign Office, January 23, 1906. 

WITH reference to the Viceroy’s telegram of the 11th iustant, repeated to you, 
the Government of India should be kept fully and promptly informed of any changes 
in the political situation, with a view to all precautions being taken to insure the safety 
of detachments which might have to be sent to strengthen the guards at Tehran or at 
other places. 

If the Persian Government make inquiries as to the dispatch of a force to Robat, 
you should reply that it is a precautionary measure in view of the outbreak of plague 
in Seistan, and in order to render them any assistance they may require. 


[2229] No. 62. 

Sir Edwurd Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 6.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 23, 1906. 

WITH reference to Sir A. Ilardinge’s despatch No. 59 of the 20th March, 1905, 
1 transmit to you herewith copy of a letter from the India Office relative to the claim 
of the British India Steam Navigation Company against the Persian Government, on 
account of the detention of the steam-ship “ Kassara ” at Bushire in December 1904. c ' 

You will observe that the Secretary of State for India expresses the opinion, in 
which I concur, that it is not necessary that the claim should he further pressed upon 
the Persian Government. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[619] No. 63. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 23, 1906. 

1 AM directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 

of the 1th instant, asking for his views as to the proposal made by Sir A. llardinge 

that either His Majesty’s Consul at Turhat-i-IIaidari or some other British Consular 
officer should proceed on a yearly tour to Astrabad in order to report to His Majesty’s 
Legation at Tehran on affairs in that province. 

Sir A. llardinge, who has been consulted in accordance with the suggestion of the 

Goveruini nt oi India, states as his opinion that, although the Russian authorities would 

probably dislike the proposed annual visit, they could not well resent it or regard it as 
unfriendly, as there is already a British Vice-Consul for Astiabad, although ho is 
prevented from even visiting the district by his duties as Imperial Bank Manager at 
Resht. 


* No. 47. 
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I am to request that you will inform Mr. Secretary Morley that Sir E. Grey concurs 
in the opinion expressed by Sir A. Hardinge, and that he is disposed to view the 
proposal with favour. 

1 am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[22/9] No. 64. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 24, 1906. 

I AM directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 17th instant, relative to the claim of the British India Steam Navigation 
Company against the Persian Government on account of the detention of the steam¬ 
ship “ Kassara ” at Bushire in December 1904. 

I am to inform you that Sir E. Grey concurs in the opinion of the Secretary of 
State for India that the claim need not be further pressed upon the Persian Govern¬ 
ment, and that instructions will be sent to His Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires at Tehran 
accordingly. 

I am, Ac. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[3083] No. 65. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 25.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for Tndia presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram from the Viceroy, dated the 23rd January, relative to an attack on the 
British post at Nobat Dakliin. 

India Office , January 25, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 65. 
Government of India to Mr. Morley. 


(Telegraphic.) P. . January 23, 1906. 

WE have received the following telegram, dated the 20th instant, from Resident 
at Aden through Government of Bombay :— 

“ Party of about twenty men fired upon our post at Nobat Dakliin for about half- 
an-liour on the night of the 18th instant. According to information recently received 
there were fortunately no casualties, except the following wounded: one camel 
contractor’s agent, one camel man, and four labourers.” 


[3105] No. 66. 

Mr. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 25.) 

(No. 24.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 25, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to Government of India, who have been requested to 
repeat it to Bushire :— 

“Bahrein. Sir A. Hardinge’s despa I eh No. 180 and my despatch No. 262 of 
the 7th December. 

“ Following are the terms of the reply which I have received from the Mushir-ed- 
Dowleh to Sir A. Ilardinge’s note of the 22nd August, 1905 :— 

“ ‘ Bahrein is considered by the Persian Government to be their unquestionable 
property, and its inhabitants to be Persian subjects. And yet, although they expected 
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that in a case of emergency they would, in accordance with Treaties, receive every 
assistance from a friendly Power, they see that all steps taken by English officers have, 
contrary to the Treaties of 1809, 1814, and 1857, had no other object but to establish 
their own authority in territory which is the bond fide property of the Persian Govern¬ 
ment, and to imdermine the allegiance to that Government of the Sheikhs and people 
of Bahrein. Both at Tehran and in London frequent representations and protests 
have been made, but in spite of the fact that no exception has been taken by the 
British Government to the ownership and sovereignty of Persia over Bahrein, the 
enforcement of Persian legal rights there has not been allowed by the British Govern¬ 
ment. A proof of this policy of compromising the rights of Persia over her ancient 
subjects is given in the proposal contained in the note under reply, that the British 
Consul-General should intervene on behalf of inhabitants of Bahrein, who are Persian 
subjects. Further proof of this spirit is given by the granting of the title of “ Sheikh,” 
by the conclusion of Treaties with the individual thus designated, and by attributing 
the ownership of Bahrein to him. 

“‘It should be the earnest desire of the British Government to confirm the 
allegiance of the Shah’s subjects (see Article XIV of Treaty of 1857), and the 
Persian Government are obliged to protest against their action in the present 
question, which amounts to interference with their lawful territory, and they request 
His Majesty’s Government not to lose sight of their Treaty obligations regarding the 
Shah's subjects.’ 

“ 1 await your instructions as to whether I should refuse to receive this note, 
the tone of which appears to me open to objection, although the language used is not 
actually uncivil. 

“ For some time past the tone of communications addressed to the Legations here 
has been growing less civil, and at Court it is openly said that the Western Powers 
have been shown by Japan what Orientals are capable of. Cases of cliscoiirtesy to 
British officials have, as you are aware, occurred on several occasions this autumn, and 
it is, in my opinion, most important that we should promptly check anything approaching 
impertinence on the part of the Persian Government.” 


[3106J No. 07. 

Mr. Grunt Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—{Received January 25.) 

(No. 25.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 25, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India:— 

“ Condition of Fars. 

“ His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz telegraphs as follows : — 

1 was informed this (‘veiling by an emissary of Mirza Ibrahim that, unless the 
High Comn.Lsioner prove to be new Governor-General, the malcontents propose to 
take sanctuary in this Consulate immediately on his arrival on the 20th January, lie 
u-du'd whether the legation would give them up in the event of the Shall demanding 
iheir surrender. 

“ ‘ 1 stated, in reply, that persons entering a British Consulate only leave it of 
their own free will, but begged that the malcontents should wait till 1 had paid iny 
first visit to the High Commissioner before taking the action proposed. 

1 submit that the Persian Government should now declare their intention. 

“ ‘ It seems that the Shoa-es-Saltaneh has not yet left France.’ 

“ 1 have replied to His Majesty’s Consul as follows 

“‘'tour language as regards the surrender of refugees in the Consulate is 
approved. \ on should, however, do your utmost to discourage the malcontents from 
taking refuge in the Consulate; but if they insist upon doing so, you cannot refuse to 
receive them 
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[2420] No. 68. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. Sprinq-Rice. 

(No. 54) 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 25, 1906. 

I HAVE received Sir C. Hardinge’s despatch No. 32 of the 6th instant, in which 
bis Excellency reports a conversation with the Russian Minister for Foreign Affairs on 
various questions affecting Great Britain and Russia and the mutual relations of the two 
countries. 

Sir C. Hardinge’s language to Coimt Lamsdorff on this occasion is approved by 
His Majesty’s Government. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[3124] No. 69. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—{Received January 26.) 

Sir, India Office , January 25, 1906. 

W T ITH reference to my letter of the 18th instant, I am directed by Mr. Secretary 
Morley to invite the attention of the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to the 
telegrams from the Viceroy of the 19th and 25th instant, as to the measures to be taken 
in connection with the outbreak of plague in Seistan. (A copy of the latter telegram 
is herewith inclosed.) 

Mr. Morley proposes to approve the action of the Government of India in respect 
of the medical assistance which they are sending to the spot. But, as regards the 
immediate dispatch to llobat of the double company of native infantry, he would be 
glad to be informed whether, in Sir Edward Grey’s opinion, there is any objection to 
the troops being authorized to start at once, as proposed by the Government of India. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


Inclosure in No. 69. 

Government of India to Mr. Morley. 

(Telegraphic.) P. January 25, 1906. 

MY telegram of the 12th instant regarding plague in Seistan. We have received 
a further telegram from His Majesty’s Consul in Seistan, in which, having regard to 
the general unrest prevailing in country, and to the probability of plague measures 
giving rise to further excitement, he presses for dispatch of detachment of regulars to 
llobat, and for an increase of guard of Seistan Consulate. We consider dispatch of 
double company of infantry with rifles to llobat is all that is immediately required, 
and solicit early authority for this. 

(Repeated to Tehran and Seistan.) 


[3166] No. 70. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—{Received Junuury 26.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under" 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram to the Viceroy, dated the 24tb instant, relative to the proposed loan 
to Persia. 

India Office, January 26, 1906. 
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Inclosure in No. 70. 

Mr. Morley to Government, of India. 

(Telegraphic.) P. India Office, January 24, 1906. 

PROPOSED loan to Persian Government. Your telegram of the 9th instant. 
After further consultation with Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and full 
consideration of the arguments in favour of the proposal, I have arrived at the 
conclusion that loan should not he made. His Majesty’s Government are of opinion 
that loan would not permanently benefit Persia in her present condition, and that 
sole object of granting it would be to obtain concessions which, whdthCr regarded in 
themselves or as a means of resisting Russian influence in Southern Persia, would 
prove of doubtful value in the long run. No doubt it is fairly certain that Persia will 
apply elsewhere for a loan, but we have strong grounds for feeling assured that 
application will be refused at any rate for an indefinite time. In these circumstances 
His Majesty’s Government cannot think that it is advisable that funds for purpose of 
a loan to Persia should be provided out of Indian revenues. 


[3368] No. 71. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 27.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram from the Viceroy, dated the 27th January, relative to the plague in 
Seistan. 

[ndia Office, January 27, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 71. 

Government of India to Mr. Morley. 

(Telegraphic.) P. January 27, 1906. 

MY lelegram of the 19th instant: Seistan. 

Consul reports tlml direction of'plague arrangements has been intrusted by Grand 
Vizier to Molitor, who has assumed executive functions, though Grand Vizier insists 
on Ihti-Sham retaining supreme control. At request of Molitor our hospital 
assistant has started on another tour of inspection in infected area. Russian doctor, 
though fact of being European gives him an advantage over our hospital assistant, 
has not obtained any special predominance as yot. Ill-feeling against us as introducers 
of plague is being assiduously stirred up by Russians. We have secured services of 
Clemenger, the Indo-European Telegraph Company’s doctor. 


[3106] No. 72. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 19.) 

(Telegraphic ) P. Foreign Office, January 27, 190G. 

MALCONTENTS at Shiraz. 

I approve your action as reported in your telegram No. 25 of the 25th instant. 
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[3622] 


No. 73. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 29.) 

(No. 28.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 29, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

“ Urmi affairs. My despatch No. 1 of 1st January. 

“ In their reply to our joint note, the Persian Government state that owing to their 
frontier dispute with Turkey they are unable to take active measures against tho 
Kurds, but that Commissioners have been sent to try to induce the Kurds to come in 
to Urmi for their trial. In the opinion of the American Minister and myself, this is 
merely a pretext for again delaying the matter. With regard to the Gough incident, 
the Persian Government have addressed a note to me saying that no attack was made 
upon him, but that he galloped towards the Kurds, who, thinking that he was pursuing 
them, fired at him. Gough did not gallop towards the Kurds, and 1 have informed 
the Persian Government that, even if he had done so, I am astonished that this should 
be thought by the Persian Government to constitute a reasonable excuse for firing at a 
British Consul. In view of the replies that we have received, both the American 
Minister and I think that an audience of the Shah or Grand Vizier would serve no 
useful purpose. The whole case has been referred to the State Department by tho 
American Minister for instructions. I propose, with your sanction, to instruct 
Mr. Wratislaw to return to Tabreez, as we think his continued stay at Urmi useless. 
The safety of the Christians will not, in his opinion, be affected by his withdrawal. 

“ I beg that I may bo instructed as to the attitude I should adopt in view of the 
obstinate and unreasonable attitude of the Persian Government.” 


[3623] 


No. 74. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey .— (Received January 29.) 

(No. 29.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 29, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India:— 

. “ Condition of Fars. 

“ His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz has had a cordial interview with the High Com¬ 
missioner, who has now arrived there, and has promised to give a definite answer on 
the 3rd February as to the Governor-General’s return. 

“Violence is threatened by the populace if the dismissal of the Prince is not 
granted. The town was quiet yesterday, but was in an uproar on the day before.” 


[3743] 


No. 75. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 30.) 

(No. 50.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 30, 1906. 

11IS Majesty’s Consul-General at Meshed telegraphs as follows :— 

“On the 24th January Captain Smyth was informed at Askabad by General 
Officer Commanding Trans-Caspia that he was sending 150 Russian Cossacks from 
Pulkhatun with doctors to Turbat-i-Jam in connection with a supposed outbreak of 
plague in that neighbourhood. This is a palpable excuse, for the Russian doctor at 
Karez has stated that the disease is diphtheria. T would suggest that we should 
threaten to establish a permanent cordon in Seistan under ilis Majesty’s Consul. 

“ Should Consulate doctor bo sent to Turbat-i-Jam to investigate ? 

“ lam asking the Persian Government whether they have any knowledge of tin's.” 
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[3622] No. 76. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Buff. 

(No. 20.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, January 30, 1906. 

UR U MI A murders. 

If you consider it desirable you may authorize Consul-General to return to Tabreez 
as proposed in your telegram No. 28 of yesterday, but your despatch No. 1 has not 
yet been received. 


[3105] No. 77. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 30, 1906. 

WITH reference to my letter of the 13th instant, T transmit to you herewith, 
to be laid before the Secretary of State for India, copy of a telegram from His 
Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires at Tehran, '' reporting the reply of the Persian Government 
to the representations made by Ilia Majesty’s Legation at Tehran regarding the status 
of Bahreinese in Persia. 

It will be observed that the Persian Government claim Bahrein and its inhabitants 
as the unquestionable property and subjects of the Shall, and refuse to entertain the 
proposal that the British Resident at Bushirc should be permitted to use bis good 
offices oil behalf of the Bahreinese. 

Sir E. Grey considers that the present opportunity should be taken of informing 
the Persian Government that their claims to the island are entirely inadmissible, and 
of asserting I he British right to protect its inhabitants. He therefore proposes, if 
Mr. Secretary Morley concurs, to instruct Mr. Grant DulT to reply in the sense of the 
inclosed draft telegram,f but he would be glad to be favoured with any observations 
or suggestions which Mr. Morley may have to make on the subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[3124] No. 78. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foieign Office, January 30, 1906, 

I AM directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 25th instant, regarding the measures to lie taken in connection with the outbreak 
of plague in Seistan. 

Sir E. Grey concurs in the proposal of the Secretary of State for India to approve 
the action of the Government of India in respect to the medical assistance which they 
aro sending to the spot, and Hees no objection to the immediate dEpateh of a force to 
llobat, as suggested by the Viceroy. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


13756] 


No. 79. 


Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received January 31.) 

Sir, Board of Trade , January 29, 1906. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to advert to previous correspondence on 
the subject of a report that a service of motor-cars is to be established by the Russian 
Government on certain roads in North Persia, and especially to your letter of the 
Hill October last forwarding print of a despatch from Sir A. llardinge, with inclosure, 
relative to the suggestion that a British service of motor-ears should be established as 
a countermove in Southern Persia. 

* No. t - No - l -6. 
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In this connection, I am to transmit herewith, for Sir E. Grey’s information, 
notes of an interview between Mr. Stanley, of this Department, and Mr. Maclean, 
who recently conducted a commercial inquiry in Persia on behalf of the Commercial 
Intelligence Committee of the Board of Trade. Mr. Maclean, who is now the London 
Manager of the Persian Transport Company, is not very hopeful as to the possibilities 
of motor traction in Persia at the present day. It will be seen, however, that he is 
in favour of a road being constructed, as proposed by Major Sykes, from Bunder 
Abbas to Rigan or Bam, but rather with a view to opening up Eastern and North- 
Eastern Persia to British trade than as a route to Ispahan and Tehran. It should 
be added that the Persian Transport Company has a concession for the carriage of 
goods vi& the River Kuren and Shuster to Ispahan and Tehran. 

I am to suggest, subject to Sir E. Grey’s approval, that the Memorandum of 
Mr. Stanley’s conversation with Mr. Maclean should be transmitted to the India 
Office, as that Department is chiefly concerned in this matter. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) H. LLEWELLYN SMITH. 


Inclosure in No. 79. 

Memorandum respecting an Interview with Mr. Maclean. 

(Confidential.) 

I HAVE seen Mr. Maclean about this matter and have shown him the despatches 
on C 5117 and C 5165. Mr. Maclean is now the London Manager of the Russian 
Transport Company. Briefly, his opinion on the points raised by the despatches is as 
follows:— 

1. The Persian Transport Company holds concessions enabling it to conduct the 
transport of goods into Persia by way of the Karun River. The goods enter at 
Mohammerak and are taken by river-steamers inland as far as Ahwaz. At this place 
they are transhipped, owing to difficulties of navigation, but are again carried by the 
river beyond Ahwaz as far as Shuster. Prom ibis point they are carried by road to 
Ispahan, and so on to Tehran if requisite, whence they arc distributed to northern 
markets. Otherwise they are distributed to central markets from Ispahan. 

2. The Company controls the groat road southward from Tehran as far as Kmn. 

3. Prom a glance at a map it will bo seen that the concessions held and worked 
by the Company, as already described, enable it to reach the real productive districts 
and consuming markets of Persia better than by any other route. 

4. The central portion of Persia is a high table-land almost entirely unproductive 
and very sparsely populated. The road below Kum, through Yezd to Kerman, is 
controlled by the Sani-ed-Dowloh. It is not a bad “road ” (for Persia) as tilings go, 
once the central plateau is reached, but it takes some reaching, especially from the 
southern end. Mr. Maclean lias not been over the road, but be would be disposed to 
doubt whether it is in quite such good condition as Major Sykes thinks it. His 
opinion is that it would require a considerable outlay to make it fit for motor traffic. 

5. A road, as proposed, from Bunder Abbas to Bam or Rigan is feasible, but it 
would cost a good deal to make it, to keep it in repair, and to police it. Jt would 
also cost a good deal to improve the existing track between those places and Kerman; 
and when all this lias been done, the distance by this route to Tehran, and the 
time occupied in traversing it, would render it comparatively useless from a trade 
and transport point of view. It might, perhaps, be used with advantage for 
fragile goods, such as earthenware and glass and goods in respect of which 
delivery to specified time is of little or no object. As to local traffic to feed the 
road, there would be next to none. 

6. I gather that Mr. Maclean would not bo disposed to recommend his 
Directors to spend money in these directions, or in any way to adopt for them¬ 
selves the suggestions made in the despatches. Nevertheless, be (and they) would 
he glad to see the plan proposed adopted by some other British agency, because 
it would enable goods of the nature above referred to to reach their destination 
more safely, and at loss cost, perhaps, than by the route they now have to follow. 
(The road from Shuster to Ispahan is mountainous and difficult. It would also 
tend towards the general development of Persia, an object which could not but be 
agreeable to liis Company. As a trade route to the best Persian markets, however, 

[1618] T 
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it could not compete with that already in use by his Company, with all its 
imperfections as regards transhipments and the difficulties of the land transport. 

7. Mr. Maclean thinks well of the proposal to construct a road from Bunder 
Abbas to Bam or Rigan, however, for a reason apart from those assigned in the 
despatches as to its usefulness, and that is as a possible opening for British enterprise 
to reach Eastern and North-Eastern Persia, especially the latter. This district is much 
more fertile than the central area. It is at present almost untapped, cither by our¬ 
selves or by tlie Russians, and it has considerable undeveloped possibilities. Ho thinks 
that for commercial purposes such a route would be preferable to the Seistan route 
through India or Baluchistan, which appears to be favoured by the Indian Govern¬ 
ment. . The road would certainly have to be continued beyond Bam or Rigan, hut, if 
made, it would have more chance of paying as a means of reaching the districts 
referred to than as a means of reaching Tehran and other northern markets. 

8. Mr. Maclean is also of opinion that the time of motor traction in Persia is not 
yet. It has barely “arrived” even here and on the continent, and conditions in 
Persia are not in any degree to be compared with those obtaining in European 
countries. The country is one of immense distances, being equal in area to France, 
Germany, Austria, and Hungary combined; it is very thinly populated, it is very 
mountainous, a great portion of it is barren desert, and its so-willed “roads” are 
virtually only mule-tracks, quite unfitted for wheeled traffic, and altogether unsafe 
in respect of persons and property. 

9. As mentioned in his Confidential Report, however, lie thinks a good deal 
might, be done to improve conditions for trade along the Gulf littoral, and especially 
by improving the “roads” inland from ports like Bunder Abbas. He thinks the 
British or Indian Governments, or both, would do well to interest themselves in this 
matter as the best means of combating Russian influence in the north, and that it is 
well worth their consideration whether they could not lend diplomatic, and even 
financial, support to any Company formed to carry out these objects. 

10. So far as he is aware, the Persian Transport Company would be indisposed to 
embark in the venture. 

(Initialled) G. S. 

January 13, 190G. 


[3754] No. SO. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 31.) 

THE IJnder-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
ol a telegram from the Viceroy, dated the 27th January, relative to unrest in the 
Aden Hinterland. 

Copies will be sont to the Director of Military Operations. 

India Office, January 30, 1900. 


Inclosure in No. 80. 

Government of India to Mr. Morley. 

(Telegraphic.) P. January 27, 1906. 

ADEN. My telegram of the 23rd instant. 

Wo have received two further telegrams, dated the 23rd January, from the 
Government of Bombay. In the first of these they refer to their telegram No. f>96 
of the 23rd instant, and report that Resident at Aden telegraphed on the 16th instant 
to the clleot that postal runner had been shot near Sheikh Otlunan, and the mail 
which lie was conveying robbed; that assailants were reported to be Attifi. tribe 
ol Subaihis ; and that matter was being inquired into. 

In the second telegram the Go\eminent of Bombay refer to their telegram of 
the 21st instant, and repeat a telegram from flic Resident at Aden, to the effect that 
attack at Nobat Dakhin was delivered at Commissariat inclosure; that assailants 
belonged to a nomadic elan numbering about sixty men, a sub-tribe of Subaihi; 
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and that it was rumoured that a few of them had been killed or wounded. Resident 
stated that circumstances were not yet fully known, and promised to send further 
particulars as soon as received. He was of opinion that incident had no connection 
with mail-bag robbery, but was probably connected with the relations between Abdali 
and Haushabi tribes. 


[3840] No. 81. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey. — (Received January 31.) 

(No. 31.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 31, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

“His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz telegraphs as follows :— 

“ ‘ (Secret.) 

“ ‘ Prince Shoa-es-Sultaneh telegraphed from Vienna on 27th January :—“ Shall 
arrive at Baku on the 9tli.” This, presumably, means tlie 9tli of the Mahommedan 
month, i.e., the 3rd February. 

“ ‘ If the Persian Government further delays giving a definite answer, the populace, 
which is exasperated by their previous procrastination, may become dangerous. 

“ 1 Firing has almost all ceased, but the shops are more strictly closed than ever. 

“ ‘ The Ulema threaten that if the Shoa-es-Sultaneli is confirmed in his office they 
will leave Shiraz in a body.’ ” 

“ I recommend that we should officially intervene if the Prince is maintained, but 
I doubt whether he will be.” 


[3845] No. 82. 

Mr. Grant Duff to Sir JSdward Grey.—•(Received January 31.) 

(No. 32.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 31, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India 

“ Persian loan : Your telegram No. 16. 

“I am informed by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh that an immediate loan is absolutely 
necessary for the Persian Government. Overtures have been made, I hear on good 
authority, to the Russian Legation. 

“The position of the Grand Vizier depends on whether he can raise money, and is 
very uncertain. I am informed by the Administrator of Customs that the state of the 
finances becomes more critical daily. 

“ If the Persian Government undertook to place the entire control of any money 
lent in English hands, would you be prepared to reconsider refusal to make an 
advance ? 

“ I suspect that the Mushir’s son, whom his father is sending to see me on 
Saturday, may sound me on this point.” 

[3846] No. 83. 

Mr. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received January 31.) 
fNo. 33.) J 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 31, L906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

“ Urmi Mullah : Your telegram, No. 6. 

“The Shah, the Mushir-ed-Dowleh informs me, is anxious that the Mullah should 
be allowed to return to Urmi. In return, his Excellency oil'ers to agree to my recent 
request that two English signallers should be posted at Turbat and Birjand. This 
request #hey intended to refine, mi the plea that negotiations for the withdrawal of the 
Russian signallers are now in progress. Permission will only be accorded now on 
the condition that, if all the RmGan G "wallers are withdrawn, ours will be with¬ 
drawn also. 
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“ I have persuaded the Hushir-ed-Dowleh to make another effort on our hehalf for 
the Kuh-i-Malik Siah extension, which, as his Excellency recently informed me, the 
Shah had refused to grant. 

“ If we allow the Mullah to return it will please both the Shah and the Valiahd, 
and his further retention at Tabreez is now of little importance. 

“ Although our right to place signallers on the Meshed-Siestan line is doubtless 
equal to that of the Russians, an arrangement on the above lines would obviate delay, 
and might be of assistance to us in other ways. 

“ Do you approve such an arrangement ? ” 


[3930] No. 84. 

Mushir-ed~Dowleh to Persian Minister.—(Communicated to Foreign Office, February 1.) 
(Translation.) 

(Telegraphic..) January 31, 1906. 

YOUR telegram with regard to the discussions you have had with his Excellency 
Sir Edward Grey in reference to Lahijan and Vazneh has been received. I have also 
become acquainted with the contents of the Memorandum sent by the British Foreign 
Office, which was included in that telegram. 

The facts have been laid before His Imperial Majesty, who has commanded that 
you should again seek an interview with his Excellency Sir Edward Grey and explain 
to him the following particulars and obtain a definite reply:— 

The Imperial Government have no objection or aversion whatever to the formation 
of a Commission. But their object is that the Turks should evacuate the districts 
occupied by them and that then the Commission be formed for the purpose of inquiring 
into the disputes between the two Governments. Of course, the Minister for Foreign 
Affairs would remember that this very frontier question between the two Governments 
was referred in 1851 to the good offices of the British and Russian Governments, and 
at that time a Commission was appointed by the four Governments, and this question 
had almost approached a settlement; but the Turkish authorities delayed and deferred 
the matter so much, and raised so many difficulties, that the work of the Commission 
was delayed for almost three years. And tire British and Russian Governments, seeing 
that no progress in the work would be made in this way, the Commission was ordered 
to draw a map of the disputed frontier so as to settle the question from the map. 

After this map had been prepared the Commission of the four Governments was 
for a long time engaged, in Constantinople, with the discussion of this matter, and by 

the year 1873, that is.* after the formation of the Commission, this matter was 

in the same state as before. Now, again, if the Commission be formed it will be in the 
same way as the former one, and it may be that this question will again be protracted 
over a period of some twenty years and be both a source of trouble to His Britannic 
Majesty’s Government, and will keep our affairs thus in suspense. If, however, the 
Turks will evacuate the districts which have been in our possession and the Commission 
is formed afterwards, this matter will be settled more speedily. In the Agreement of 
1809 it is mentioned that should any difference arise between the Governments of Persia 
and Turkey in regard to the frontier, they shall leave its solution to the good offices of 
England and Russia. That is why from the very beginning we referred the matter to 
His Britannic Majesty’s Minister for Foreign Affairs, and we did not expect for a 
moment that His Britannic Majesty’s Government, who would no doubt consider 
these points, would hold to the view maintained in this manner by the Government of 
Turkey. 

You will by all means communicate these facts to Sir Edward Grey as soon as 
possible, and you will thoroughly explain the object of the Imperial Government. We 
have no objection to the formation of a Commission, but it must be formed attcr the 
districts which have been occupied have been evacuated. You will obtain from 
his Excellency a favourable reply, which is necessary on this occasion. 


* This word cannot be deciphered. 
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[3945] . No. 85. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 1.) 

(No. 34.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 1, 190G. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India and Meshed :— 

“ My telegram No. 30. 

“I am informed by the Persian Government that Russian doctor from Puli 
Khatun went to Turbat-i-Jam and, finding that the disease was diphtheria, returned. 

“ They know nothing of the rumour that Cossacks are being sent.” 


[3840] No. 86. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. JE. Grant Duff. 

(No. 21.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, February 1, 190G. 

IF you consider it likely that the Prince will be sent back to Shiraz, as reported 
in your telegram No. 31 of yesterday, the Persian Government should be informed 
that we shall hold them responsible for the consequences to British subjects, property, 
and trade if he returns there. 


|3974] No. 87. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received February 2.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram to the Viceroy, dated the 30th January, relative to the plague 
in Seistan. 

India Office, February 1, 190G. 


Inclosure in No, 87. 

Mr. Morley to Government of India. 

(Telegraphic.) P. January 30, 1900. 

YOUR telegrams of the 19th and 25th instant, regarding plague in Seistan. 

11 is Majesty’s Government approve of immediate dispatch to Robat of double 
company of Native infantry with arms for British Consulates. They also approve 
of your proposals for providing medical assistance. 


[3973] No. 88. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received February 2.) 

WITH reference to Mr. Grant Duffs telegram No. 30 to Sir E. Grey, dated the 
30th ultimo, the Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram from the Viceroy, dated the 1st instant, relative to the supposed outbreak 
of plague near Turbat Jam. 

India Office , February 1, 1900. 
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Inclosure in No. 88. 

Government of India to Mr. Morley. 

(Telegraphic.) P. February 1,1906. 

MAJOR SYKES telegraphs on the 30th ultimo from Meshed to the effect that 
Captain Smith, while at Askabad, was informed on the 24tli January by the Russian 
General Officer Commanding in Trans-Caspia that 150 Russian Cossacks are being sent 
by him with doctors from Pulkhatun in connection with outbreak at Turbat Jam of 
disease supposed to be plague. Sykes observes that this is a palpable excuse, as the 
disease is stated by Russian doctor at Karez to be diphtheria. He inquires whether he 
shall send doctor from Meshed to Turbat Jam, and suggests threatening establishment 
of a permanent cordon, under British Consul, in Seistan. We have instructed Sykes, in 
reply, that Meshed Agency doctor should be sent to Turbat-i-Sheikh Jam to investigate, 
and that any further information that may be available should be reported by 
telegraph. 


[4061] No. 89. 

Mr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 2.) 

(No. 22.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. St. Petershurgh, February 2, 1906. 

PERSIAN Loan. 

With reference to your telegram No. 33 of yesterday’s date, I had some con¬ 
versation with Count Benckondorff, who stated that lie was under the impression that 
it was understood that no advance to Persia should bo undertaken either by England 
or Russia. I imagine that his Excellency based this statement on the conversation 
between Sir C. Ilardinge and Count LamsdoriT, which was reported to you in the 
despatch No. 32 from the former of the (>th ultimo. I also had some conversation with 
the Persian Minister at this Court, who is a son of the Persian Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, and he informed me that he had been summoned to Persia, lie had an 
interview with Count LamsdoriT before his departure, but 1 was unable to extract any 
information regarding the loan from him. 

I would beg your instructions as to whether I am to say anything to the Russian 
Government on the subject. 

1 have reported fully on the above two interviews in letters and despatches sent 
by messenger on the 31st ultimo. 


[3845] No. 90. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 22.) 

(Telegraphic.) 1*. Foreign Office , February 2, 1900, 

NO prospect can bo held out of ITis Majesty’s Government reconsidering their 
decision as to the proposed loan, referred to in your telegram No. 32 of yesterday. 


13931] No. 91. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 23.) 

(telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, February 2, 1906. 

-\R d .KSTATIOX of a witness at Shiraz. 

\\ ith rt'li'fence to my telegram No. 13 of the Jlth ultimo, the following is the 
Bor.-hun Minister’s account of the matter. 1 should be glad to know if there is any 
foundation for this statement:— 

“ 1 hiring the interrogation of the muleteer by the Vazir, an admission was made 
by the lormer that, at the time of the theft, he had left the goods committed to his 
charge, and was asleep, lie further aeknow 1 edged that the investigation had been 
unduly delayed by his omitting to repoil the case until thirty-three days had elapsed. 
PuuLhment for his negligence was therefore indicted in order to please the Consul, and 
to insure in future the better protection of British goods.” 
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[3845] No. 92. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. Spring-Rice. 

(No. 34.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, February 2, 190G. 

LOAN. We have informed Mr. Grant Duff, in reply to bis telegram No. 32 of 
yesterday, that our decision to refuse the loan cannot be reconsidered. 

Count Lamsdorff should be informed confidentially of the Persian Government’s 
request and of our reply. You should also state that if the Persians make a 
similar application to the Russian Government we shall expect reciprocity on their 
part. 

Should the Russian Government, however, consider it for any reason desirable to 
afford financial assistance to Persia, we are quite ready to discuss the matter in a 
friendly spirit if they will consult us on the subject. 


[2478] No. 93. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 11.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 2, 1906. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 267 of the 20th December, 1905, inclosing 
a despatch from llis Majesty’s Consul-General at Ispahan, relative to his recent visit 
to the Bakhtiari Chiefs, and his negotiations with them on behalf of Mr. W. K. d’Arcv 
and the Concessions Syndicate (Limited), for the exploitation of the oil fields in their 
territories. 

I approve the manner in which Mr. Preece conducted these negotiations, in the 
face of considerable difficulties, and 1 have learnt with satisfaction of the conclusion 
of an Agreement on the subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[4125 No. 94. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3, 1906.) 

(No. 272.) 

Sir, Tehran, December 23, 1905. 

WITH reference to Lord Lnnsdowne’s telegram of the 18th ultimo, 1 have the 
honour to transmit herewith a copy of an interesting Report, drawn up by Colonel 
Douglas, Military Attache at ilis Majesty’s Legation, regarding the road now being 
constructed lrom Kazvin to Ilamadan. 

A detailed Report on the same subject will be scut in due course to the Military 
Intelligence Branch at Calcutta. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 91. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Douglas to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 33) 

Sir, Tehran, December 20, 1905. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit .herewith a general Report, accompanied by a 
sketch, on the newly constructed road from Kazvin to Hamadan, over which 1 
travelled at the end of last month. 

I am also sending direct to the Intelligence Branch in India a detailed Report, 
suitable for incorporation in the Persian Route Book. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. A. DOUGLAS, Lieutenant-Colonel, 

Military Attache, 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 94. 

Report on the New Road from Kazvin to Hamadan. 

THE road is not yet completed, its present state being as follows :— 

The roadway is made throughout; bridges and culverts are finished, with the 
exception of those over the Mikeva Chai, near the village of Rezan, and over the 
Kara 8u River at Ab-i-Garm; for about 30 miles from the Kazvin end the metal is 
now being laid, and there are three steam-rollers at work; at the JIamadan end the 
road is made for about 3 miles out of the city; metal is now being laid for another 
5 miles, and two light, rollers, drawn by horses, are working there; elsewhere loose 
metal is lying over half the track, the other half being left free for trnilic, and stones 
are collected in heaps all along the sid( i s of the road ready to he laid ; the post-houses 
are all built, but doors and window frames are not yet finished. 

The bridge over the Mi key a Chni is approaching completion, and should be ready 
by the end of this month ; that at Ah-i-Garm lias twice already been carried away by 
sudden floods—once while in process of construction and once when finished; the 
foundations of a new bridge were laid on the 25th of last month, but when I saw it 
later, on the 4th December, the workmen had deserted en masse and work was at 
a standstill. I was told that ten more horse-rollers were being sent from Russia, but 
it will probably be at least a year before the metal is all laid and the road ready 
to take heavy trallio. 

The total distance from Kazvin to Hamadan is 145 miles, and it is divided into 
the following stages:— 
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350 feet, then, more gradual, the total rise to the top being 1,550 feet in 6 miles. On 
the south side the road follows a small stream which flows down from the pass, 
descending about 1,000 feet in the first 10 miles; the ground is somewhat undulating, 
and there are many short rises during the descent, but no severe gradients. 2 miles 
beyond Manian an open plain, sloping gently southwards to the Kara Chai River, is 
entered, and the road runs across it in a general direction a little to the west of south for 
the next 20 miles ; when rounding a low isolated range known as the Kuh-i-Takht, it 
turns sharply westwards and goes up the valley of the Kara Chai to Kurujan, 
15 miles further on. the latter part being mostly through cultivation. Crossing the 
river below the village of Kurujan it again rises over the lower spurs of a range of 
hills to the south, the rise being 350 feet in the first 5 miles from the bridge ; it then 
descends again gradually for the next 10 miles, when the river is again crossed higher 
up. Prom this point into Hamadan (7 miles) the road is practically level, chiefly 
through cultivated country. 

There arc four principal bridges, viz.:— 

(i.) Over the Kara Su at Ah-i-Garm. (Not yet built.) This will be of stone 
throughout, three arches each of 451 feet span ; total length of bridgo 182 feet. 

(ii.) Over the Arvan Chai, near Yurohi. Similar in construction to that at 
Ab-i-Garm, three arches of about 35 feet span; total length 147 feet. 

(iii.) Over the ALikcya Chai, lioar Rezan. Stone, three arches of 21 feet span ; 
total length 133 feet. 

(iv.j Over the Kara Chai, below Kurujan. Brick on stone foundations, five 
arches of 21 feet span; total length 175 feet. 

Where the road again crosses this river, 7 miles from Hamadan, the old Persian 
bridge of brick, three arches, 1ms been utilized. 

The Abhar River, near Nargeh, is crossed by a single arch bridge of about. 
30 feet span. Besides the above, there are many small single-arch bridges and 
culverts, all of which appear to be well and solidly constructed and capable of 
carrying heavy trallio. In some parts, especially in the low hills in the river valley 
near llissar, Irish bridges are used to carry oil* the surface drainage. 

The construction of bridges, post-houses, and masonry work generally has nearly 
all been done by Greek contractors, and the workmen employed for the stone work 
include many Greeks. 

As far as the llezan Bridge (/.t\, for 03 miles) the new road follows generally the 
line of the old Persian road. Prom this point the old road goes off in a south¬ 
westerly direction, and, turning the Kuh-i-Takht at its north-west end, strikes 
southwards to Hamadan. the two roads uniting again 8 miles from the city. It 
is difficult to under-dand why this new alignment was chosen, as in point of distance 
the two seem to be almost identically the same, and though the old road crosses a 
slight rise by the Kuh-i-Takht, this is more than compensated for by its entire 
avoidance oT the low rocky spur traversed by the new road on the south side of the 
river. Possibly by keeping to a less thickly-populated disf riot a certain amount of 
economy was effected, but the result is that between Hamadan and Rezan caravans 
keep entirely to the old line, which has the advantage, wanting at present on the 
Russian road, of possessing far more villages and caravanserais, where accommodation 
for the night can be found. This is in fact one of the great drawbacks to the new 
road, as in the whole distance of 43 miles from Rezan to where the old road is rejoined 
it is only at Kuan and the few villages near it that shelter can be obtained without 
going some way off the track. 

The rates of toll levied are :— 

For a loaded horse, mule, or camel, t krans. 

Por a loaded donkey, 2] krans. 

Caravans which have come from Rosht and have already paid toll between there 
and Kazvin arc allowed an abatement, the total toll taken from Reslit to Hamadan 
being 5,1 krans. At present the trallio is very small, and during the ten days I was 
on the road, going and returning, L did not sec more than 300 to 4.00 camels, and 
perhaps an equal number of mules and donkeys. These were almost all from Jieshl, 
and carried chiefly kerosene oil and sugar; but many caravans from Reslit go by 
another, though difficult, road which keeps further to the west and comes into the 
8afid Raid Valley below Yuzbashi Chai. 

There are throe toll-houses on the road, one about 0.1 miles out of Kazvin, one 
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at the village of Sultan Bulak near the top of the pass, and a third just outside the 
town of Hamadan. The first and last are easily avoided, and their takings must he 
practieally nil; hut the toll-house at Sultan Bulak must he passed by any one using 
the road, and the keeper of this told me that his average takings at present amounted 
to from 5,000 to 8,000 krans a-month. I was unable to obtain any precise informa¬ 
tion as to what the road has cost so far, hut the Enzeli-Tehran Road Company, 
which has made it, issued Cor the purpose additional shares to the nominal value of 
2,000,000 roubles (200,000b). Under these circumstances it is difficult to see how 
the road can he anything hut a losing speculation, at any rate for some time to come. 
Probably when completed it will attract a certain amount of fourgon traffic, and 
there is a talk of introducing motor cars on this as on other Russian roads, hut in 
both cases the severe gradient from Aveh post-house to the top of the pass must limit 
the weight they will he able to carry. Snow is said to collect in drifts on the south 
side of the pass, completely blocking it for some weeks during the winter, and a 
ltussian informant told me that last year fifteen men and many animals perished 
there from exposure. 

I was informed by the engineer in charge of the road that there is no intention 
of inf reducing a postal service along it at present. lie also told me that there is a 
project for making another branch from Nuhvand to Yuzhashi Chai on the Resht- 
Kazvin road, hut this is not likely to ho realized in the near future. 

From the above Report and a reference to the section of the road on the attached 
sketch,- it will bo evident that it has not been made with any intention of converting 
it into a railway; hut in all probability motor cars will eventually he introduced 
on it. 


(Signed) 

Tehran , December 20, 1905. 


J. A. DOUGLAS, Lieutenant-Colonel , 

Military Attache'. 


14126] No. 95. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3, 190G.) 

(No. 273.) 

Sir, Tehran, December 20, 1905. 

WJTTI reference to my despatch No. 259 of the 5th instant, I have the honour to 
transmit herewith translation of a note from the Persian Government, stating that 
orders have been sent to the authorities of Soistau to make a formal apology to Uis 
Majesty’s Consul at Nasratabad on account of the action of the Yaiuiu-i-Nizam in 
burning the buildings at Kuhak recently occupied by the Seistan Arbitration Com¬ 
mission. 

I have instructed Captain Macpherson to report to me when the Deputy Governor 
has carried out the Musliir-ed-Dowlek’s instructions. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inelosurc in No. 95. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. JE. Grant Duff. 

(Translation.) December 23, 1905. 

1 HAVE received your note of the 30th ultimo respecting the buildings at Kuhak. 
As 1 have already informed you verbally, the proper authorities have been instructed 
by telegraph to take steps. 


* Not reproduced 
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[4127] No. 90. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3, 1900.) 

(No. 274.) 

Sir, Tehran, December 27, 1905. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 172 of the 11th instant, 1 have the honour to 
report that Uis Majesty’s Acting Consul-General at Tabreez informed mo on the 9th 
instant that he had received an official communication from the local authorities 
inclosing a “ Dast Tvhatt,” given with the Shah’s consent, bv the Valiahd granting the 
Majid-es-Saltaueh permission to proceed to Tillis, and promising security to his people 
and property. 

The Valiahd has fixed next Saturday for the Majid-es-Saltaneli’s departure from 
here, so that I trust this tiresome question is at length settled. 

1 have received a letter from the Majid-es-Saltaueh, thanking I [is Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment warmly for the protection afforded to him. 

I have, Ac. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


[4129] No. 97. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3, 1906.) 

(No. 27G.) 

8ir, Tehran, December 28, 1905. 

I IIAVE the honour to transmit herewith a copy of a communication which 1 
have received from Lieutenant-Colonel 0. A. Douglas, Military Attache at this 
Legation, regarding the Cossack Brigade. 

I would draw your special attention to the views of Colonel Telicrnozouboff as to 
the attitude his men are likely to assume in case of a popular rising. 

I have, Ac. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure in No. 97. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Douglas to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 34.) 

Si rj Tehran, December 27, 1905. 

I HAVE the honour to report, for your information, that in several conversations 
which 1 have lately had with the Russian Officer Commanding the Cossack Brigade, 
Colonel Tchernozouboir has spoken very openly about the state of his command, which 
is, from his point of view, eminently unsatisfactory. 

The total budget of this brigade amounts to 300,000 tomans (about 50,000/.) per 
annum, of which 60,000 tomans' goes iii pensions. The whole sum is handed over to 
the Officer Commanding the brigade, and no accounts are asked for or given. In 
former years the money has always been regularly paid, but now Colonel Teliemo- 
zouboff tells me that lie has great difficulty in getting it from the Persian Government, 
who owe him at present 80,000 tomans (13,500/.), and he has been obliged to borrow 
over 60,000 tomans (10,000/.) from the Russian and English Banks on his personal 
security. 

It*has always been the custom to allow a proportion of the men of the brigade to 
go away on furlough during the winter, paying them at a reduced rate. This year an 
unusually large number are absent, and the total strength of the brigade now sinning 
here is about 200 infantry and a little over 200 mounted men, the latter including 
three so-called regiments of cavalry and two batteries of artillery. 

In addition to these a certain number of the men on furlough arc resident in 
Tehran, and could be called out, if necessary ; but I doubt whether, under any 
circumstances, the brigade could now muster more than from 500 to 000 men. 

I also asked Colonel Tchernozouboir how far his men could be trusted to oppose a 
popular rising, should such take place, and he fully confirms me in the view I have 
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always held—that in case of an appeal to their religious feelings they could not 
be relied on. In fact, he gave me plainly as his opinion that they would refuse to fire 
on a mob accompanied (as in ease of any organized demonstration it would certainly 
be) by mollahs. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. A. DOUGLAS, Lieutenant-Colonel, 

Military Attache'. 


[4130] No. 08. 

Mr. E. Grant Dujf to Sir Edward Gicy.—(Received February 3, 1906.) 

(No. 277.) 

kir, Tehran , December 28. 1905. 

IN my telegram No. 179 of the 22nd instant I had the honour to draw your 
attention to the possibility of disturbances breaking out in Persia should the present 
state of Russia continue to exist. 

As you are well aware, the weakness of the Central Government in Persia is dailv 
increasing. During the last year there have been riots in Meshed, Shiraz, and 
Kerman, and an outbreak of disorder at Tabreez during the autumn was only kept iti 
cheek by the ability ol the Nizam-es-Sulfaneh, Acting Governor-General of Azerbaijan, 
"'ho is one of the few relatively strong Persian officials now in power. Reports 
furnished to Jlis Majesty's Government at various times during the last tew years bv 
Sir A. Ilardingc and imself show that Luristan, Kurdistan, Arahistan, and Pars are 
in a state ol chronic rebellion, while on Ihe Kerman-Runder Abbas, Pakhtiari, and 
practically all the southern roads, highway robbery flourishes practically unchecked. 

As 1 had the honour to repoit in my telegram No. 173 of the 13tii instant, there 
was recently a riot in Tehran, nominally directed against the Ala-cd-Dowleh, the 
Governor ol the town, 1ml really to protest against the misgovernment of the Shall 
and his Grand Vizier. Most of the prominent Mitjlehodsof Tehran openly took the 
side ol the people, and are at present in sanctuary at Shah Abdul Azim, a shrine about 
6 miles lo tin' south of the town. The Shah last week sent the Minister of the Court 
and the Mushir-ed-Dowleh to treat with the mollahs, but the latter refused to return 
to their homes and grossly insulted His Majesty’s emissaries. 

It is significant that an Ispahan mollih, Sheikh Jamal, has during Ramazan 
been openly preaching in one of the principal uuoques in the bazaar against the Shah, 
and recommending the establishment of a Republic, and, as far as 1 am aware, no 
efleetual slops were taken bv the Governor to silence him. 

I am inlormed on good authority that the mollahs at Hiah Abdul Azim have 
demanded— 

1. The removal frmu office of the Grand Vizier and the Governor of Tehran. 

2. Free access to the Shall bv the humblest of his subjects. 

3. Some form of representation of the people. 

4. The dismissal ol M. Nans and his horde of Belgian Customs officials. 

1 have not heard set what answer the Persian Government have returned to these 
rather peremptory demands. 

It is quite certain that the progress of events in Rus-ia is being closely watched 
and eagerly discussed all over Persia, and, judging by t hi' eon lit ions stated to have 
been put torwaid by the mollahs, it would appeir that a deep impression has already 
been produced, and that tin* more intelligent sections of the people have begun to 
consider the possibility of obtaining a less utterly inelUeient form of Government. 

Although there is at present widespreal discontent, leading constantly to local 
(listurbanees, there is, as far as I am aware, no organized plan for overthrowing the 
existing Go\eminent. 'Ilit* country people are engaged in the diilv struggle for food, 
and are so accustomed to being plundered and ill-treated by the officials and are so 
apathetic, that tor some time to come it is hardly likely that they will join any 
tno< ement against the established order of things. But it is different in tile towns. 
The town Persian is ignoruit, but observant, and by no means stupid. ILc knows 
that thi‘ Russian people are trying to obtain their freedom, and that the Russian 
Government are in a position of great dilliculfy and danger. Till lately Russia, 


certainly in this part of Persia, was synonymous with the summit of earthly power. 
She has now been beaten by land and at sea by a people whose very existence was two 
years ago scarcely known in Persia. These facts have, I am convinced, made an 
indelible impression here, and no one can foresee what may be the ultimate result; 
but there is little doubt that the immediate effect has been to remove the ever present 
fear of a Russian occupation of the northern provinces in case of a popular rising or 
anti-Christian agitation. 

In these circumstances, as I had the honour to suggest in my telegrams Nos. 179 
and 182 of the 22nd and 27th instant respectively, I think it would be a wise 
precaution if the question of increasing the Legation Guard were carefully considered, 
due importance being attached to the fact that such a step would irritate the Shah and 
no doubt temporarily increase the difficulties, already great, with which His Majesty’s 
Representative at Tehran has to contend. 

At the same time I wish to make it clear that I do not think Persians in general 
have any special ill-feeling against Europeans, and I do not consider an attack on 
the Legations probable while any semblance of power remains with the present 
authorities. If, however, the misgovernment of the Shah becomes unendurable, and 
the financial situation increasingly desperate, it is not impossible that His Majesty 
may be murdered as his father was, and that tliero might then bo a period of anarchy 
with the outrages and disturbances inherent to such a state. 

It should not he lost sight of that the massacres of Mussulmans in the Caucasus 
have beyond measure enraged the fanatical element present in all Persian towns, and 
an order from Kerhela and Nejef to retaliate would certainly bo followed by an 
attack on the Armenian quarters. A proportion of the Armenians would almost 
certainly fly to the Legations for protection, and it is impossible to say what might 
then happen if the religious prejudices of the mob were thoroughly aroused, and the 
movement were directed or fomented hv popular mollahs or seyeds. 1 do not believe 
any Persian soldiers would defend Christians against their countrymen led by mollahs, 
and I gather from conversations I have had with such people as M. Grube, the 
Russian Financial Agent, and General Schindler, that my opinion is generally shared 
by Europeans who know Persia well. I have the honour also to refer you to my 
despatch No. 276 of the 28th instant, containing a report from Colonel Douglas, 
stating that Colonel Tchernozoubotf, commanding the Cossack Brigade, makes no 
secret of his distrust of the fidelity of his men in ease of a popular rising. 

It would, I think, he impolitic to increase tho Legation Guard until it becomes 
more apparent what turn matters here are likely to take. Owing to the secondary role 
Russia is for the present compelled to assume, and perhaps also to the somewhat strong 
measures I recently felt it my duty to take at Shiraz, 1 am inclined to think that it 
is the general impression among Persians in Tehran that Jlis Majesty’s Government 
wish to take the opportunity to adopt a more forward policy in this country. At the 
same time the obstructive attitude of the Persian Government can hardly he much 
worse than it is, and I presume that Ilis Majesty's Government would not weigh the 
safety of British subjects in Tehran and elsewhere against the capricious humour of 
an irresponsible and utterly incapable Ruler like the present Shall. 

As regards further precautions, I think it would he well if ILis Majesty’s Consul- 
General at Bush ire were instructed to draw up a scheme for sending up a small force 
of infantry to Tehran with as little delay as possible, should such a step unfortunately 
become recessary. It might also he prudent to warn the Admiral Commanding in the 
East Indies to be ready to send a ship of war to Bushire oil receipt oJ an urgent 
telegram from Ilis Majesty’s Representative at this Court. 

If serious disturbances break out they will probably begin at Tabreez and Meshed, 
where tho inhabitants are more fanatical and less cowardly than elsewhere in Persia, 
and it is fairly certain that t imely warning of danger would reach I Lis Majesty’s 
Legation. I do not see what can he done at present to assist Ilis Majesty’s Consuls- 
General at those places, hut the proposal of the Government of India to dispatch 
a supply of arms and ammunition, destined for the latter Consulate-General, to the 
Persian frontier at Kuh-i-Malek Siah (see their telegram of the lbtli instant) appears 
to me unobjectionable. 

The difficulty of taking effective steps to protect Europeans, and still more 
Armenians, in Persia, in case of real danger, is great. The distances arc enormous ; 
there is, with Russia in its present condition, no w r ay of escape to a place of safety, and 
the means of transport are wretched in the extreme. All that I think can at present 
he done is to have a small force ready for an emergency, and to w r ait till events here 
show to some extent what is likely to happen in the near future. 
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I shall, it is hardly necessary to say, keep His Majesty’s Government carefully 
informed of any fresh developments. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT 1)UEE. 


[4133] No. 99. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3, 190G.) 

(No. 280.) 

Sir, Tehran , December 30, 1905. 

IN my despatches Nos. 237 and 251 of the 1st November and 3rd December 
respectively I had the honour to draw the Marquess of Lansdowne’s attention to the 
anarchy prevailing in Shiraz, and generally in the Province of Pars. 

I have the honour to report that the situation in Pars continues most unsatisfac¬ 
tory, and matters have now culminalcd in a lengthy telegram embodying their 
grievances sent by the people of Shiraz to all the “chefs do Missions” in Tehran. I 
have the honour to inclose a translation of this telegram, together with a copy of the 
note I addressed to the Mushir-cd-Dowleh, transmitting it with the request that his 
Excellency would lay it before the Shah. I at the same time instructed Ilis Majesty’s 
Consul at Shiraz to inform the senders that I had received their communication and 
would forward it to the Minister for Poreign Affairs. 

I pointed out verbally to the Mushir-cd-Dowleh that it was most regrettable that 
the people of Shiraz should be driven to lay their grievances before the Diplomatic 
Corps at the Persian Court. ITis Excellency admitted that the state of things existing 
in Pars was intolerable but reminded me that the Vazir Makhsus had been ordered to 
proceed to Shiraz and take the direction of affairs out of the hands of the present 
incompetent Deputy Governor. Ilis Excellency had previously sent me a message to 
this effect by his son who added that the present Governor-General, the Prince Shua- 
cs-Sultaneh, would also be dismissed from office. 

Ilis Excellency, in reply tea question as to why the people of Shiraz were not at 
once informed of the decision of the Persian Government, replied that the Shua-cs- 
Sullaneli was in Paris, and that if his Highness heard of his dismissal he might refuse 
to return to Persia and might draw heavy bills on the Persian Treasury, and 
this in the present impoverished state oT the public exchequer would cause great 
embarrassment. 

As 1 had the honour to report in my telegram No. 178, I propose, should riots of 
a serious nature break out in Shiraz, to increase the Consular Guard to about fifty 
men. Ilis Majesty's Consul-General at Bush ire informs me that lie can place about 
forty men at my disposal in ease of an emergency. I shall of cou.se not take such 
a measure unless it becomes urgently necessary. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUPE. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 99. 

Inhabitants of Shiraz to Foreign Representatives at Tehran. 


(Translation.) 

(Telegraphic.) December 27, 1905. 

AS your Excellencies are aware, some five years ago ITis Royal Highness the 
Shoa-es-Sultaneh was Governor of Pars, and owing to his great oppression there was a 
riot here and the Persian Government was obliged to remove him. Two years ago he 
was reappointed, and before leaving Tehran he guaranteed and took oath in tho 
presence of Ilis Imperial Majesty the Shah to treat the inhabitants of this province 
with kindness, but owing to his pride, ambition, and extraordinary avarice he forgot 
this undertaking and began to oppress and tyrannize the people more than ever by 
imposing tolls and illegal taxes in the districts, although when the new tariff came 
into force, it was definitely arranged that no imposition under any name should be 
imposed in the interior of the country. Now contrary to this arrangement, in all 
villages ami districts the Governor is levying taxes, and moreover he has leased out 
forage on the roads. All these measures arc detrimental to trade. An amount equal 
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to the Government taxes is extorted from the people by force of arms, blackmail, 
oppression, and depredation. Por the last fifty days the inhabitants of this city have 
given up business and petitioned through the clergy for the suppression of the existing 
tyranny. Instead of inquiry being made into our complaints, several of our children 
were killed and wounded by troops by order of the Sardar Akram who is the author of 
all this oppression. We have so far received no satisfactory reply from Ilis Imperial 
Majesty the Shah or the Grand Vizier to our repeated complaints. It appears that in 
view of his relationship with the Governor the Grand Vizier docs not allow our 
petitions to reach the Shah. 

The Persian Government did not allow the former Governors such as the Prince 
Pirman Pirma, Nizam-es-Sultanah, Ala-cd-Dowlch, Nizam-ul-Mulk, and Asaf-ed- 
Dowleh who were good to tho people and Avliose intention was to make this province 
prosperous, to remain hero more than six months or a year and they were recalled 
without any reason, but now although the people are tired of the tyranny and oppres¬ 
sion of the present Governor, no attention is paid to our repeated telegraphic petitions. 
It appears that they do not roach their high destination. 

Under these circumstances we request the Representatives of the friendly Powers 
to inform the Persian Government of our grievances, and to put an end to this unlimited 
oppression by any means they consider advisable. We have two alternative requests : 
the Government may either remove the present Govcrnor-G on oral and replace him by 
one of the former Governors, or they may purchase our movable and immovable 
property, so that we may leave this province and seek a livelihood elsewhere. 

A reply is requested. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 99. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-DowIeh. 

Tehran , December 28, 1905. 

AS I had the honour to inform your Excellency verbally on the 27th instant, I 
in common with other Heads of Missions at Tehran have received a telegram from the 
people of Shiraz embodying their grievances against the Shua-cs-Sultanoh and his 
incapable and tyrannical Vazir, the Serdar Akram. 

1 inclose a copy of this telegram for your Excellency’s information and for 
submission to Ilis Majesty the Shah. 

1 have, as you are aware, repeatedly during the last few months made friendly 
representations to the Persian Government regarding the anarchy which has latterly 
been permitted to exist at Pars, and the injury thereby caused to British interests 
in that province. 

The fact that the people of one of the largest and most celebrated Persian towns 
should, in order to obtain common justice, be obliged to lay their grievances before the 
whole of tho Corps Diplomatique at the Court of Ilis Majesty the Shah appears to me 
sufficient proof, if further proof were wanting, that some reform of the Administration 
of Pars is urgently necessary. 

I understood yesterday that your Excellency would lose no time in bringing a 
copy of the inclosed telegram to Ilis Majesty the Shah’s notice, and 1 trust that 
immediate steps may bo taken to remedy a state of affairs which constitutes a real 
danger to the State and which is viewed with great regret by all who have the 
welfare of Persia at heart. 


[4136] No. 100. 

Mr. E. Grant DufJ to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3, 190G.) 


(No. 284.) 

8ir, Tehran, December 31, 1905. 

WITH reference to tho Marquess of Lansdowne’s telegram No. 89 of the 
29th November, I have the honour to transmit herewith a list of the robberies directly 
affecting British interests which have been brought to the notice of Ilis Majesty’s 
Legation during the last two years as having taken place on the roads in the Province 
of Pars. 0 


•Not printed. 
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The list of course only includes those cases which have formed the subject of 
claims submitted for settlement to Ilis Majesty’s Consular officers, and it is impossible 
to say whether it includes all, or even a fair proportion, of the damage suffered by British 
traders, since losses of British goods imported by Persian merchants are not included, 
and it is impossible to obtain any estimate of their extent. 

With regard to the question raised by Lord Lansdowne as to the nationality of the 
owners of the caravans robbed, I have the honour to inform you that, so far as I have 
been able to ascertain, it is the universal custom in this country to employ Persian 
caravans. From this it will be obvious to you that the instances of robbery enumerated 
in the inclosed list, referring only to goods which are actually British owned, represent 
only a small proportion of the robberies actually committed. 

Lord Lansdowne, in his telegram above referred to, instructs me to demand com¬ 
pensation from the local authorities for goods stolen from British-owned caravans, but 
1 would point out that it has always been the custom in this country to base such 
demands on the ownership of the goods and not of that, of the caravan which carries 
them. Compensation has been demanded in all cases of actual road robbery enumerated 
in the inclosed list, and has in some cases been paid. At the same time you Avill readily 
understand that the mere fact of compensation being paid in isolated eases by no means 
makes up for the dislocation of Irado caused by the general insecurity of the roads in 
the southern provinces. In gauging the situation it should not be forgotten that the 
robberies here enumerated are only those of British-owned goods, and are but a small 
fraction of the grand total, and that the loss of a few bales of cloth or loads of sugar by 
no means represents the extent of injury done to British trade. It is the general 
insecurity cl' traffic, of which the specific cases of robbery here quoted arc only minor 
evidences, that adversely affects our interests bv raising the charges for transport to 
extortionate proportions, and making local merchants light shy of giving orders, owing 
to the certainly of long delay in receiving their goods, if, indeed, they arc over delivered. 
I have during the last two years myself lost one whole consignment of wine, and the 
boxes containing a large proportion of my plate arrived filled with stones. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRAN L 1 DUFF. 


[4137J No. 101. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3.) 

(No. 1.) 

Sir, Tehran , January 1, 1000. 

WITH reference to my despatch to the Marquess of Lansdowne No. 233 
of the 4th ultimo, 1 have the honour to inclose correspondence regarding the 
Urmi case. 

Owing to the receipt on the 10th instant of two unsatisfactory telegrams from 
Mr. Wratislaw (see inelosures), I suggested to the United States’ Minister, and he 
agreed, that the time had come to address a joint note to the Persian Government 
demanding that immediate and adequate steps be taken to arrest the Kurds suspected 
of complicity in the murder of Mr. Labaree and the attack on Captain Gough. We 
accordingly addressed a communication to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh, who has as yet sent 
no reply. 

it would appear from Mr. Wratislaw’s .subsequent telegrams that there is some 
prospect of an expedition being dispatched against the Dasht Kurds, but up to the 
present, L gather, no definite measures have been taken, and the case remains in its 
usual unsatisfactory condition. 

You will see from the notes addressed by Mr. Pearson and myself to the Mushir- 
ed-Dowleh on the Ltth instant that the Persian Government lane been attempting to 
delay the inquiry at Urmi on the plea that any operations against the Kurils will 
complicate the negotiations at present in progress to induce the Ottoman Government 
to withdraw their troops from Va/.nch and Lahijan. Both the United States’ Minister 
and myself regard this plea as a mere trick on the part of the Persian Government 
still further to procrastinate and delay settling cases which have already been out¬ 
standing far too long. 

Mr. Pearson and I have to-day arranged that, unless steps to arrest the suspected 
Kurds are taken by the end of this week, we shall call on the Grand Vizier together 
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and inform His Highness that in case of further delay we shall ask for an audience 
and lay the matter before the Shah. 

I trust, if it becomes necessary, this action will meet with your approval. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 101. 

Consul-General Wratislaw to Mr. E. Grant Duf. 

(So. 48. Confidential.) 

Sir, Urmi, November 25, 1905. 

I HAVE the honour to report that Mirza Bagher Khan, acting on instructions at 
length received from Tehran, has caused notices to be posted up in Urmi calling on 
persons who can give evidence in the Labaree case to come forward freely, and 
assuring them of the protection of the Persian Government in case they do so. Mirza 
Bagher Khan, however, himself acknowledges that the Persian Government is unable 
to give efficient protection to witnesses who reside in the Kurdish villages, and I do 
not anticipate that his announcement will have any effect. 

As I have already reported by telegraph, the Valiahd recently sent his Aide-de- 
camp, Biza Khan, grandson of the Vali of Urmi, to try to induce the accused Kurds to 
surrender and stand their trial. He was for Two days in Dasht, but I understand that 
lie failed in his object. It is understood that the Valiahd will send another emissary 
on the same mission, who may possibly be more successful. Itiza Khan is not a 
person likely to have much weight with the Kurds or any one else, being a comely 
youth who, five years ago, was carried off from Urmi by the Valiahd to live in guilty 
splendour at Tabrcez. 

The Valiahd to all appearances is really desirous of bringing the Kurds to Urmi. 
His object is, however, probably to have them whitewashed, not condemned, though, 
with the fate of Jafcr A glia fresh in their memories, they hesitate to put any faith in 
his promises and assurances. The situation is complicated by the jealousy of Mir 
Ilaji Beg, hitherto recognized as the leading Chief amongst the Begzade, for Gurghin 
Peg, whom the Persian Government are inclined to patronize. The latter has 
undertaken to bring tbe accused Kurds in, and Mir Ilaji Beg is doing his best 
to prevent it, with the idea of getting Gurghin into trouble. If, however, the Persian 
Government, or rather the Valiahd, insist, I imagine that they will eventually be 
forced to surrender, as in the winter time their escape is quite cut off, and Sheikh 
Sadik has again refused to’grant them asylum in bis district. But they arc likely to 
postpone the evil day as long as possible, and 1 fear that my stay in Urmi will be very 
protracted. 

Both Mir Ilaji Beg and Gurghin Beg have recently written to the missionaries 
hero protesting the innocence of the Begzade, and I have myself received a letter to 
the same effect, signed by seven other leading men. 'They are evidently very much 
perturbed, and might, I think, have been induced to come to a compromise, in the 
manner I have previously reported, had the United States’ Minister been willing to 
sanction such a solution of the difficulty. As my only object in meeting Gurghin was 
to effect an arrangement, I thought better to decline to seo him, as there was always a 
risk, though I personally considered it infinitesimal, that the precautions I could take 
against treachery might prove ineffectual. I have, however, left the door open for 
further negotiations should he desire them. 

Mirza Bagher Khan has informed me that Fathullah Beg is dead. I have heard 
the same report from other sources, but I have told Bagher that I shall require very 
convincing proof of so timely a decease. 

With regard to the attack on Captain Gough, it is supposed to have been the work 
of Tamar Beg’s men, who were certainly in the vicinity at the time. Tamar Bog is on 
bad terms with Gurghin, and not particularly popular with the other Begzade, and I 
have therefore more hope of obtaining satisfaction in this matter than in the Labaree 
murder. Bagher Khan’s view is that we should look into this after finishing 
the murder inquiry, and I propose to adopt it unless circumstances render a different 
course desirable. 

Bairber Khau’s attitude is now more reasonable, and I conclude that he has had a 
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ihnt from Tehran to be more cautious in his utterances. He seems rather anxious 
about his own position, and talks feelingly of his desire not to soil his white heard at 
the end of his career. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. C. WRATISLAW. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 101. 

Consul-General Wratislaw to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(Telegraphic.) Urmi, December 5, 1905. 

THE second emissary sent by the Valiahd returned to-day, having met with a 
positive refusal from the Kurds to surrender. They have sent in an application to the 
Russian Vice-Consul asking for his protection and intervention. I understand that 
the Vice-Consul has replied that he will let them have his answer in three days. 

In view of these fresh complications I should be glad if you would furnish me 
with instructions. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 101. 

Consul-General Wratislaw to Mr. E. Grunt Duff. 

(Telegraphic.) Urmi , December 7, 1905. 

THE Valiahd sent a telegram to the Kurds last night to the ell'ect that he had so 
far had consideration for them, hut that il they did not at once surrender he would 
take strong measures, which would not be at all to their liking. 

Eaglier Khan informs me that ho has sent telegrams to both the Mushir-ed- 
Dowleh and the Valiahd stating that there is no likelihood of the Kurds making a 
peaceable surrender. 

The Kurds, in order, I presume, to show their solidarity, have come in force to 
Header, which lies only G miles from Urmi. 


Inclosuro 4 in No. 101. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff t.o Mr. Pearson. 

Sir, Tehran, December 10, 1905. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith copies of two telegrams just received 
from iiis Majesty's Consul-General at Urmi regarding the present attitude of the 
K urds. 

1 desire to call your special attention to the application of the Kurds to the 
Russian Vice-Consul at Urmi for his intervention, and to their threatening 
demonstration near Urmi. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) E. GRANT DU EE. 


Inclosurc 5 in No. 101. 

Mr. Pearson and Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-cd-Dowleh. 

Your Excellency, Tehran, December 1 1, 1905. 

WE, the Undersigned, have the honour to inform you that Mr. Wratislaw, llis 
Britannic Majesty’s Consul-General at Tabreez, who is also representing the interests 
of the United States’ Government in Azerbaijan, has telegraphed to say that the 
Kurds suspected of complicity in the murder of Mr. Labaree and in the attack on 
Captain Gough positively refuse to obey the orders of His Imperial Highness the 
Valiahd to come to stand their trial at Urmi. Mr. Wratislaw further states that the 
Kurds havo collected in force at Bender, near Urmi. 

Wo desire to call your Excellency’s attention to the fact that it is nearly 
two years since Mr. Labaree was murdered, and over a year since the attack on 
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Captain Gough, and no punishment has yet been meted out to the persons concerned 
in these outrages. It must be clear to your Excellency that this state of things 
cannot be permitted to continue. 

We therefore demand that immediate and adequate steps be taken by the Persian 
Government to arrest the Kurds suspected of complicity in the above crimes, and to 
strengthen the garrison at Urmi in case of an attack on that town. We shall, of 
course, hold the Persian Government responsible for the safety of Mr. Wratislaw, the 
American missionaries resident at Urmi, and any other subjects or citizens of our 
respective Governments who may be endangered by the state of anarchy which the 
Persian Government permit to continue in that neighbourhood. 

(Signed) R. PEARSON. 

E. GRANT DUEE. 


Inclosure 6 in No. 101. 

Consul-General Wratislaw to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 82.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Urmi, December 11, 1905. 

1 AM confidentially informed by the Governor of Urmi that a regiment and 
400 irregular cavalry have been ordered by the Valiahd to hold themselves in 
readiness for an attack on the Kurds. The Governor meanwhile threatens that he 
will destroy them if they refuse to surrender. 

Once the Kurds sec that resistance is useless they will probably give way, and, 
as heavy snow has fallen, it seems unlikely that they will resist ail expedition. It is 
possible, however, that the accused men may endeavour to escape across the Turkish 
frontier, and I rvas asked to-day by the Persian Commissioner what steps we should 
take if they succeeded in doing so. I answered that in that eventuality the matter 
would have to be referred to Tehran. 


Inclosure 7 in No. 101. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff' to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

Tehran, December 14, 1905. 

YOU yesterday informed me, in the course of the conversation [ had the honour 
to have with your Excellency, that, in consequence of the dispute between the 
Persian and Ottoman Governments regarding the ownership of Vazueli, you desired 
the United States’ Minister and myself to grant a delay of some foity days before the 
Kurds accused of complicity in the Labaree murder and the attack on Captain Gough 
are brought to trial. 

I lost no time in bringing your Excellency’s desire to the notice of Mr. Pearson, 
who agrees with me in seeing no connection bid ween Ihe dispute in question and the 
trial of the Kurds now impending at Urmi. It is hardly necessary for me to repeat 
that I have constantly told your Excellency that in my opinion the punishment of the 
persons implicated in these crimes has already been far too long delayed, and I must 
strongly protest against the Vazueli dispute being made the pretext for further 
procrastination. Your Excellency must lie aware that the continued presence of llis 
Majesty’s Consul at Urmi is a matter of inconvenience both to J Lis Majesty’s 
Government and to himself. In these circumstances, unless the Persian Government 
take serious steps to hold the promised inquiry, I must telegraph to llis Majesty’s 
Principal Secretary of State for instructions. 


Inclosure 8 in No. 101. 

Mr. Pearson to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

Sir, Tehran, December It, 1905. 

MR. GRANT DUEE, nis Britannic Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires, informs me 
that, on account of the pendency of a boundary question between the Governments of 
Persia and Turkey, your Excellency insists that there should he further delay in the 
trial and punishment of the Kurds for murder. 
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I feel obliged earnestly to protest against such a course, and against such a view 
of the case. I fail utterly to see any connection between the punishment for murder 
of certain Persian subjects and the settlement of a boundary question wbicb has been 
in dispute for half a century, and which may remain unsolved for an indefinite period 
in the future. 

There is no dispute about the nationality or the locality of the Kurds, and I join 
heartily with llis Britannic Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires in protesting against the 
interjection of irrelevant matters. 

I avail, &c. 

(Signed) R. PEARSON. 


Inclosure 9 in No. 101. 

Consul-General Wralislaw to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 83.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Urmi, December 14, 1905. 

IT seems that matters are being left for a few days in suspense so that the Salar 
may be still further squeezed. Dasht belongs to him, and lie lias been informed that 
unless he produces the accused Kurds bis property will bo confiscated. 

I have just received your telegram of the 12th December. The Kurds have now 
all gone to their homes, and there is no danger. I have received a message from Mir 
Haji Beg, to which I do not propose to send any reply, saying that the Kurds will not 
surrender unless I give them a guarantee. 

To-day an attempt was made by friends of the Urmi Mullah to start a riot in the 
bazaar, and all the shops were shut; but the Governor, who is quite a reliable official, 
went to the bazaar at once and prevented ary further disturbance, insisting on the 
reopening of the shops. 


Inclosure 10 in No. 101. 

Consul-General Wratislaw to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 84.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Urmi, December 18, 1905. 

I AM now informed by Bagher Khan that his instructions do not extend to a 
general inquiry info Ihe Eabnree murder, but only authorize him to decide as to the 
guilt or innocence of certain Kurds, who are specified. If the inquiry should result in 
their acquittal, he has no instructions to take any further steps. In our conversations 
lie frequently refers to an Agreement arrived at between the Mushir-ed-Dowleh and 
the American Minister and to a list of the accused. It is possible that the latter was 
based on the information which T supplied, but neither of these documents has been 
communicated to me. I would suggest that copies of all documents relating to the 
case should be forwarded to me by the American Legation. 

The whole case seems to be at a standstill for the present, save for the fact that 
the Governor assures me that he is still endeavouring to entice the Kurds by false 
promises and threats. 


Inclosure 11 in No. 101. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mr. Pearson. 

Sir, Tehran, December 19, 1905. 

T UAYli the nonour to transmit herewith paraphrases of two telegrams from 
Mr. "Wratislaw, from which it would appear that no progress has been made with the 
inquiry at Urmi. 

1 propose to call on you at G r.w. to-day to discuss the matter, or, if it is more 
convenient, would you Kindly come to the Chancery of this Legation to-morrow 
morning at about 11 a.m.P 

I have, Ac. 

(Signed) E. GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 12 in No. 101. 

Mr. Pearson to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 


Dear Mr. Grant Duff, American Legation, Tehran, December 21, 1905. 

IN compliance with your request, I beg to inclose copies of terms of Agreement 
between the American and Persian Governments in relation to the Labaree murder. 

Very sincerely yours, 

(Signed) R. PEARSON. 


Inclosure 13 in No. 101. 

Agreement. 

In the matter of the murder of Benjamin W. Labaree, an American citizen : 

THE Persian Government having agreed to the demands of the American 
Government requiring:— 

1. The imprisonment for life of Mir Ghaffar, the principal murderer ; 

2. The arrest and punishment, according to the measure of their guilt, of his 
accomplices in the murder; 

3. The payment in cash, for the benefit of the widow and orphans of the deceased, 
of an indemnity in the sum of 50,000 dollars gold ; 

And the President of the United States, desiring to set a salutary example to 
prevent similar crimes, rather than to exact harsh and inconvenient terms of the 
Persian Government, and considering the unbroken friendship that has existed 
between the tw f o Governments in the past, has instructed Richmond Pearson, Envoy 
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States, to accept the sum 
of 30,000 dollars instead of the sum of 50,000 dollars, the full amount of the 
indemnity conceded by the Persian Government, on the following express con¬ 
ditions :— 

1. If Mir Ghaffar shall be permitted to escape from prison by the negligence or 
connivance of Persian officials; 

2. Or if the leading accomplices, notoriously identified as participants in the 
crime, and being within the jurisdiction of Persia, shall not have been captured and 
punished, according to the measure of their guilt, before the 9th March, 1900; 

3. Or if the amount of the indemnity or any part thereof shall be levied by any 
special tax, or by other device or pretext exacted from the Christian population 
residing in Urmi or elsewliere in Persia, then, and in any such event, ‘-o much of the 
indemnity as is hereby remitted—to wit, tbe sum of 20,000 dollars—shall immediately 
become clue and payable, just as if no reduction bad been made in the total amount 
conceded by the Persian Government, it being the purpose and intent ot both 
Governments, in concluding this form of settlement, to prevent as far as possible the 
recurrence of similar crimes. 

On behalf of the United States of America, 

(Signed) R. PEARSON. 

Tehran, November 20, 1904. 


Inclosure 14 in No. 101. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. Pearson. 

Your Excellency, Ministry for Foreign Affairs, January 3, 190G. 

1 HAVE considered the draft Memorandum, containing the conditions for 
bringing to a conclusion the ease of the murder of Mr. Labaree, which you presented 
to me several days ago. 

In order to settle the question of the indemnity of 30,000 dollais which the 
Government of the United States has demanded for the support ol the widow and 
orphans of Mr. Labaree, I have now r to place in your hands a draft on tbe Imperial 
Bank for this amount. 
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With regard to the imprisonment of Mir Ghaffar and the punishment of the 
persons implicated with him in the crime, the Persian Government will, after the 
necessary inquiries in accordance with the draft Memorandum, keep Mir Ghaffar in 
perpetual confinement. 

With respect to the other persons implicated in this murder, whoever of them shall 
be found within the Government and jurisdiction of Persia shall by the 9th March, 
lOOf), be arrested and brought to trial, and punished according to the measure of their 

guilt. 

With reference to the demand which you had written, that the sum of the 
indemnity to be paid to the heirs of the late Mr. Labaree, the Persian Government 
should not, either as a tax, or on any other pretext, collect it from the Christians 
resident in Ur mi, I beg to acquaint your Excellency that the Persian Government 
never had and has not thought of taking this sum by force from persons innocent of 
the crime. But it is evident that should it be proved that Christians were implicated 
in this murder they will not lie exempt from punishment which the necessities of 
justice may demand. 

I take, &c. 

(Sealed) Mushir-ed-Dowleh (Minister for Eoreign 
Affairs). 


Inclosure 15 in No. 101. 

Names of Accomplices in the Labaree Murder Case. 

SAIDI, son of Gehangir Beg, of Anbi. 

Timur Beg, of Khosruki. 

Changis Beg, son of LI assail Beg, of Dcrbend, near to Anbi. 
Mir Mohammad, of Bcdre, son of Bahadur Khan Beg. 
Ahmad. 

Sohrnb. 

l athi, son of Changis Beg, of Dcrbend. 1 

hsa, son of Iskander, of the Shakoiks. > Servants of Pat hi. 

Mohammad. ) 

Said Khan Beg, of Dcrbend, and one of his servants. 
Tathullah Beg, of Tnlini, and a servant. 

Two servants of Gurgin Beg, of Aubi. 

I)r. Cochrane's List. 

The following arc 1 the men brought to Tehran ’•— 

Gurgin Khan. Mir/,a Kader Khan. 

Kuli Beg. Seerab Beg. 

Ali Khan Ugli. 


Inclosure 16 in No. 101. 

Consul-General Wratislaw to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 8(5. Confidential.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Ur mi, December 24, 1905. 

ACCORDING to the Governor, the Valialul has telegraphed that Patlii Sultan 
will leave I’ahreez for Urini either to-day or to-morrow with a force of cavalry, and 
that, unless the accused Kurds surrender meanwhile, they will be attacked. 4 The 
Governor Dirt her informed mo that, he has himself been instructed to collect a body 
ol loyal Kurds to co-operate with Pat hi Sultan. lie hopes that it will not be 
necessary to use force, the Kurds having already got wind of the preparations against 
them and showing a disposition to negotiate, though the conditions so far ottered by 
them are not, such as he can accept. 

I have not been able to obtain official confirmation of the report mentioned in 
my last telegram that the accused Kurds had fled to Turkish territory, but Christians 
from bis district maintain that Saidi has got away. 
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Inclosure 17 in No. 101. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mr. Pearson. 

Sir, Tehran, December 26, 1905. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit to your Excellency herewith a despatch which I 
have received from Mr. Consul-General Wratislaw, at Urmi, reporting on the present 
state of the Labaree murder inquiry, and also a paraphrase of a telegram which I 
received yesterday from Ur mi on the same subject. 

With regard to the rumour that the accused Kurds had fled across the Turkish 
frontier, I have the honour to inform you that I telegraphed to His Majesty’s 
Ambassador at Constantinople on the 13th December, requesting him to urge the 
Turkish Government to warn their frontier officials that the Kurds might 
attempt to cross the frontier, and to instruct them to prevent their doing so. I have 
since been informed from Constantinople that this has been done. 

I have the honour to request you to return Mr. Wratislaw’s despatch to me when 
done with. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) E. GRANT DUPE. 


Tnclosure 18 in No. 101. 

Mr. Pearson to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

American Legation, Tehran, December 29, 1905. 

IN September last your Excelleney notified me that the Kurds accused of the 
murder of Mr. Labaree, and therefore kept in custody at Tehran, had been ordered 
to Urmi for trial, and you asked me who would represent my Government at said 
trial. 

1 replied that the British Charge d’Affaires, Mr. Grant Duff, had courteously 
tendered the services of His Britannic Majesty’s Consul-General at Tabreez, and lmd 
instructed him to proceed to Urmi to represent the American Government at the 
said trial. 

He has been waiting there for this purpose for fully two months. 

In the meantime your Commissioner, Baglier Khan, instead of taking the Kurds 
as prisoners to Urmi, set them free on the way. They have not only refused to 
return and stand trial, but have openly defied your authority, and threatened the peace 
of the region around Urmi. 

Under these circumstances I am constrained to ask your Excellency :— 

1. Whether Bagher Khan liberated the accused Kurds by the authority ox with 
the knowledge of the Persian Government ? 

2. What effective steps have been taken to recapture these men ? 

3. When definitely and positively will your Government engage to produce the 
bodies of these men at the place of trial ? 

It is certain and obvious that my Government would be unwilling to tax 
indefinitely the generosity of the British Government in asking their Consul-General 
to remain away from his post in order to attend a trial which may never take place. 
Por this reason I have to request a reply from your Excellency without any avoidable 
delay, so that I may notify the British Legation accordingly. 


Inclosure 19 in No. 101. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Consul-General Wratislaw. 

Sir, Tehran , December 30, 1905. 

I TRANSMIT to you herewith, in compliance with the request contained in your 
telegram No. 84 of the 18th December, a copy of the Agreement between the 
American and Persian Governments in relation to the Labaree murder and the list of 
accomplices in the crime, as supplied to mo by the American Minister. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GRANT DUPE. 
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Inclosure 20 in No. 101. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mr. Pearson. 

Sir, Tehran, December 31, 1905. 

THE American Presbyterian Mission at Urmi have forwarded the inclosed 
message to you through Mr. Wratislaw. His Majesty’s Consul-General states that he 
had nothing to do with the composition of the said message, the purport of which 
neither he nor I clearly understand. 

I request you to inform me what reply, if any, you would wish returned to the 
American missionaries. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. GRANT DUPE. 


Inclosure 21 in No. 101. 

Message from American Mission at Urmi for Mr. Pearson, transmitted by Consul-General 

Wratislaw, December 30, 1905. 

WHILE recognizing the necessity for the expedition against the Kurds, and the 
probability that they will offer submission on satisfactory terms, the American Mission 
begs to point out that, there being no one here authorized to receive such offer except 
the Persians, results will follow involving great danger to inuoccnt persons and 
American interests. 


Inclosure 22 in No. 101. 

Mr. Pearson to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

American Legation, Tehran, December 31, 1905. 

I THANK you for the telegram from the American missionaries at Urmi, dated the 
30th December, 1905. Will you wire Mr. Wratislaw that this message is apparently self- 
oontradictory or wholly unintelligible, and ask the American missionaries to express 
their meaning in plain and consistent words, and that Mr. Wratislaw is capably and 
satisfactorily representing American interests. 


14138] No. 102. 

Mr. E. Grant DutJ to Sir Edward Grei/.—(Received February 3.) 

(No. 2. Confidential.> 

Nir, Tehran, January 3, 1906. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 25S of the 5th ultimo, I have the honour 
to transmit correspondence regarding the attack on Colonel ,T. A. Douglas and 
Captain Lorimer. 

L recently received a telegram from liis Majesty’s Consul at Kermanshah stating 
that a mare belonging to Captain Lorimer and some mules which formed part of the 
caravan at the time of the outrage had been recovered. I instructed Captain Gough 
that these animals should be sold, and that on being informed of their sale, I would 
deduct the proceeds from the compensation claimed from the Persian Government. 
L so intormed Mushir-ed-Dowleh, who replied in the inclosed note, inquiring on what 
grounds compensation was claimed by liis Majesty’s Government. 1 answered bv 
interring bis Excellency to the note addressed by Sir A. ILardinge to the Persian 
Government on the lltli January, 1905, in which the amount of compensation 
claimed and the views of liis Majesty’s Government are very clearly stated. As the 
Persian Government show no disposition to settle our claim, I have the honour to 
ask that 1 ma\ be furnished with your instructions. It would, I venture to think, be 
impolitic not to press this ease home. Liuistan has been, and still is, in a condition 
bordering on open rebellion. This condition is entirely due to the utter folly and 
incapacity of a succession of Persian Governors. Tlie*Salar-ed-Dowleh has recently 


been appointed to succeed the Eirman Eirma in the Governorship of Luristan, and 
although liis Imperial Highness is to the full as stupid, cruel, and incapable as most 
of the other members of the Kajar tribe, he is, I think, anxious to he on good terms 
with His Majesty’s Legation. I know him well, and shall speak to him seriously 
about the state of the province before he leaves Tehran. If pressed, he will perhaps 
at first act with some vigour, and if you see fit to furnish me with a strong message 
to the Persian Government, it is possible that I may be able to effect the arrest and 
punishment of the remainder of the Mirs implicated in the attack on our officers. 

I hear from a certain source that persons about the Shah’s Court have been 
stating that Colonel Douglas and Captain Lorimer were attacked and wounded by 
their own servants, because they refused to pay their wages. As the author of this 
statement is the Shah’s principal physician, Dr. Schneider, I think it all the more 
necessary to make it clear to the Persian Government that His Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment have no idea of dropping the case and of foregoing the payment of com¬ 
pensation. 

It is, Colonel Douglas thinks, probable that an expedition against the Direkwends 
during the winter, when they are in the low hills north of Dizful, would be attended 
with success, and would speedily bring the tribe to terms. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUPE. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 102. 

Firman Firnia to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

November 30, 1905. 

1 HAVE received your Excellency’s telegram, and as I have already telegraphed 
that I would write by post, I have the honour to make the following statements 

The British Legation stated that they have not recognized in the photograph the 
Lurs engaged in the attack on the British officers except Mir Kliani Khan. The man 
in question is Mir Gliani Khan, and a mistake has been made in the name. The 
man is imprisoned with the others at Kermanshah. Besides this man, Mir Seyed 
Mohamed Khan and Mir Nezcr Ali Khan, who, for certain, were present on the 
occasion, are under ancst. The latter is not in the photograph. His father, Mir 
najji Khan, was arrested, who handed over the son, and, as you are informed, he then 
went away. Mir Taimur, brother of Mir Sarbcng, is amongst the prisoners. The 
latter was present on the occasion of the attack, but his brother has been arrested. 
Mir Tafhad, called by the Legation Mir Afra, died in the prison here, and his body 
was shown to Dr. Williams, of the British Consulate, and a few other doctors. Tn 
any case, five of the culprits have been with the prisoners, and the remaining seven 
men are most important for the punishment of the rest ol the oil coders. [ think I 
have done good service, but I have resigned the Government of the province in 
question. No doubt the Persian Government will take suitable measures in the 
matter through the new Governor, and will send a reply to the representations of the 
British Legation. I have already explained to the Grand Vizier and repeat to you my 
reasons for resigning the Governorships of Burujird and Luristan. It is on account 
of my health and my family which prevent me from travelling. I hope my resigna¬ 
tion will be accepted. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 102. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

December 26, 1905. 

I IIAD the honour to receive the copy of the Eirman Pinna's letter to your 
Excellency of the 30th ultimo on the subject of the Lurs concerned in the attack on 
Colonel Douglas and Captain Lorimer. 

Although His Highness’ communication is somewhat vague, and I only imperfectly 
understand its purport, 1 gather that there are altogether twelve persons in prison at 
Kermanshah, viz., five Lurs, who wore actually concerned in the outrage, and seven 
others who are indirectly implicated. 

I request that the five Lurs mentioned may be detained in prison, while the 
remaining seven, I would suggest, be used to obtain the surrender ol the remainder of 
[1618] 2 B 
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the Lurs accused of complicity in the attack. The names of the guilty persons were 
long ago forwarded by His Majesty’s Legation for the use of the Persian Government. 
I would remind your Excellency that His Highness the Eirman Eirma promised to 
t;ike military measures against the Lurs after the harvest, and has up to the present 
failed to carry out his undertaking. As he has apparently resigned the Governorship 
of Lurislan, 1 request your Excellency to inform me who will he deputed by the 
Persian Government to fulfil the promise made by His Highness. 

1 would also call your Excellency’s attention to the fact that over a year has 
already elapsed since the outrage on our officers, and no satisfaction has yet been 
offered by the Persian Government. In these circumstances I should be obliged for 
an early reply stating what measures it is proposed to take to bring the remaining 
assailants of Colonel Douglas and Captain Lorimer to justice. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 102. 

Mvshir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

December 31, 1905. 

I HAVE received your note of the 19th instant respecting one mare belonging to 
Mr. Lorimer and five mules belonging to the muleteer. At the end of your note you 
state that “ the amount will be deducted from the compensation claimed from the 
Persian Government.” I consider it necessary to inquire on what ground the 
compensation has been claimed. If it is on account of the attack by Lurs on 
Mr. Lorimer, I beg to inform you that a letter was given him in which he Avas 
informed of the slate of the road, and that the responsibility of injuries done to him 
would res! Avith himself, and that the Persian Government Avould not be responsible 
for any compensation. If the claim is about any other matter I know nothing about 
it, and it requires explanation. 


Inclosure 4 in No. 102. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

Tehran, January 1, 1900. 

I HAD the honour to receive your Excellency’s note of the 31st ultimo 
regarding the compensation demanded by llis Majesty’s Government on account of 
the attack on Colonel Douglas and Captain Lovim<*v by DirekAvend Lurs in the 
autumn of 1904. 

Li reply, T have the honour to refer you to Sir A. Hardinge’s note to the Persian 
Government of the 11th January, 1905, which clearly stab's the vieAVS of His Majesty’s 
Government in regard to the outrage committed on those officers and the amount of 
compensation claimed from the Government of llis Majesty the Shah. 

As I gather from your Excellency’s note that you decline to pay the compensation 
demanded, 1 am forwarding a translation of it to Sir E. Grey by the messenger leaving 
here on Eritlay. 


14139 ] No. 103. 

Mr. E. G rant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3.) 

(No. 3.) 

Sir, Tt dii an, Junuan/ 3, 1906. 

WITH reft ,‘rence to your telegram No. 97 of the 27th ultimo, 1 have the honour 
to tonvard correspondence with the Persian Government regarding the alleged 
encroachments by the Ottoman troops at Vazneh and in Lahijan. 

The eoriespondence Avhich has passed between the Turkish Embassy here and the 
Persian Grand Vizier is very lengthy and confused, so 1 thought it best to send you a 
precis of it instead of a complete translation 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh inquired verbally Avhy llis Majesty’s Ambassador at Constanti¬ 
nople had recommended that the Persian Government should agree to a Mixed 
Commission to settle the frontier question without insisting on the witlulraAval of the 
Ottoman troops as a prior condition. 
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I replied that I had no information as to the reasons which had actuated his 
Excellency in making this report to His Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) EVELYN GKANT DUFE. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 103. 

Extracts from Correspondence passed betiveen the Persian Government and the Ottoman 

Embassy at Tehran.—(Communicated by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh to His Majesty's 

Legation in his Note of December 23, 1905.) 

NOTE from the Ambassador to the Persian Foreign Office, dated the 14th 
November, quoting a telegram from the Porte to the effect that the Vazneh and 
Lahijan question is of no importance and Avill soon be settled. 

2. Note from the Persian Foreign Office to the Ambassador, dated the 6th 
December, 1905, complaining of the delay of the Turkish Government in recalling 
their troops from Vazneh in spite of the above note. 

3. Note, dated the 8tli December, 1905, and one without date, addressed by the 
Turkish Ambassador to the Persian Grand Vizier, complaining of the Persian military 
demonstration on the frontier, and stating that the Persian Government will be 
responsible for the consequences. 

4. Note from the Persian Grand Vizier to the Ambassador, dated the lltli 
December, ] 905, expressing surprise that the Ottoman Government should call the 
measures taken by the Persian Government to protect their frontier acts of aggression. 
According to Article III of the Erzeroum Treaty, the frontier disputes betAvecn the 
two Governments have not been settled, except those connected with Mohammerah 
Zohal, and that before the conclusion of the Treaty in question Lahijan and Vazneh, 
Avhich are situated east of Kaleslieen, had been in possession of Persia and Persian 
tribes. Old buildings also prove this fact. The correspondence addressed by the 
Turkish authorities to the Persian tribes, asking them to hand over the district to the 
Turks and to become Turkish subjects, is further proof of the district being in 
possession of the Persian Government. The presence of the Turkish troops on the 
frontier has encouraged Sheikh Sadek, avIioso designs are Avell known to every one, to 
take advantage of the occasion to attack the villages in the Urmi district. Some 
Turkish troops have arrived in the villages of Seer and Sardik. It is only natural for 
the inhabitants of the distiict to repulse the encroachers, but in order to protect the 
honour of Islam the Persian Government has hitherto prevented them from doing so. 
In order to prevent the Kurds and Persian tribes in Lahijan from crossing the frontier, 
the Persian Government has sent some troops Avith orders to take every precaution 
until the Ambassador’s promise Avitli regard to the withdrawal of the Turkish troops 
from the frontier is fulfilled. 

5. Note from the Persian Grand Vizier to the Ambassador, dated the 11 III 
December, 1905, stating that the Persian GoA f ernment Avill have no objection to the 
.Joint Commission for the settlement of the frontier dispute, provided that the Turkish 
1 1 oops are recalled from the frontier beforehand. 

6. Note from the Ambassador to the Persian Grand Vizier, dated the 16th 
December, 1905, stating that, although there is no doubt as to the OAvnership of 
Vazneh and Lahijan in the mind of the Turkish Government, the Porte has nominated 
certain officials to investigate the matter, and asks the Persian Government to 
nominate its Delegates for this purpose, and further says that the Ottoman Govern¬ 
ment Avill not recall their troops because the Persians are concentrating troops on the 
frontier. 

7. Note from the Grand Vizier to the Turkish Ambassador, dated the 10th 
December, 1905, stating that he does not know to Avhich of the arguments put 
forward in his note the Ottoman Government objects, and says that the best proof as 
to the OAvnership of the lands by the Persian Government is the correspondence 
addressed by Ezzat Beg and other Turkish officials to the inhabitants of the district in 
question inviting them to become Turkish subjects. Another proof is that the 
Persians have been in possession of the district for a great many years, and that they 
have Iiousob and buildings there. 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 103. 
Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 




(Translation.) December 26, 1905. 

I SENT you yesterday in an official note copies of the correspondence passed 
between the Persian Grand Vizier and the Turkish Embassy respecting the encroach¬ 
ment by the Turkish troops on Vazneh and Lahijan. 

In view of the importance of the matter, I have now the honour to request you 
to telegraph at once to the British Ambassador at Constantinople to assist the Persian 
Representative, in accordance with the friendship existing between our respective 
Governments, in causing the withdrawal of the Turkish encroacliers from Persian 
territory. After the evacuation of the territory in question, the Persian Government 
will have no objection to a mixed inquiry, as it has already promised. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 103. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

Tehran, December 28, 1905, 

AS I had the honour to inform you verbally on the 27th instant, I telegraphed 
to His Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs that the Persian 
Government agreed to the settlement of the Vazneh question by a Mixed Commission, 
provided that the Ottoman Government first withdraw their troops from the disputed 
territory. 

I have to-day received a communication from Sir Edward Grey to the effect that 
His Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople is strongly of the opinion that the Persian 
Government would do well to accept the proposed arrangement, without stipulating for 
the withdrawal of the Turkish troops. 

Sir E. Grey concurs in Sir N. (J’Conor’s view, and I am instructed to advise your 
Excellency accordingly. 


[ 4140 ] No. 104. 

Mr. A’. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3.) 

(No. 4.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 4, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith the usual summary of events which 
have occurred in Persia during the past month. 

1 have &c 

(Signed) ’ EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure in No. 144. 
Monthly Summary. 


Meshed. 

THE telegraphic extension from Kuchan to Bajgiran was completed on the 
17th November. Another line from Daragez to Artik is to be constructed in the 
spring. 

2. Major Sykes, who had been on tour since the 24th October, returned to Meshed 
on the 21st November. 

3. M. Mousnikow, the Russian Consul-General, has returned to Meshed only to 
pack up his effects and is leaving again very shortly. His successor has not yet been 
appointed, and M. Resclietow expects to remain in charge till the spring. There is 
also at the Consulate-Genoral a Captain, Leon Scouratt, who styles himself “ Attachd 
au Consulat-G6ueral Imperial de la Russie a Mechcd.” M. Ovseenkow, Consul at 
Bunder Abbas, left Meshed for his post on the 2nd December, taking with him an 




escort of twelve Cossacks. The number of Russian Cossacks remaining in Meshed is 
now about twenty-eight. 

4. His Majesty’s Consul-General mentions a report made to him that the Russian 
Bank Manager, in conversation with a member of the Consulate, was overheard to say 
that the concession for the “ Khorassan Railway ” had been given to one Agha Hussein, 
son of Muhammad Hassan Coy, the bank to hold a half-share, and both parties being 
free to sell the whole or a portion of their interest in tire concession. On the same 
occasion M. Dmitriev mentioned that, after some difficulty, the Reis-ut-Tujjar, two 
days before his departure from Meshed, had signed the Agreement for the transfer to 
the Russians of the Persian portion of the Meshed-Askhabad Road (see paragraph 1 
of last month’s summary). Mr. Grant Duff addressed the Prime Minister officially on 
this subject, and was informed, in reply, that the report was unfounded, as the 
eoncessionnaire has not the right to transfer the road. 

5. Three sowars of the Consular escort Avere insulted by a door-keeper in the 
shrine last month. On the representation of the Attache to the Consulate the 
Guardian of the Shrine imprisoned the offender for six days. 


Central Asia. 

According to information received at Meshed at the beginning of December, the 
railway, post, and telegraph offices at Askhabad were all closed, and practically no 
trains were running. The Turkomans, too, were apparently getting out of hand, and 
several cases of robbery and murder of travellers near Askhabad were reported. Later 
news was to the effect that there was constant fighting between the Cossacks and the 
soldiers, especially at Tashkend, where some hundred casualties were said to have 
occurred ; and a further report stated that the Askhabad garrison had seized the 
magazines and deprived their officers of authority. 


Seistan. 

1. The new Russian Consul for Seistan, M. Nekrassow, arrived there on the 10th 
November. He was met by a party of fifty sowars, and a guard of honour, with 
band, were drawn up at the Consulate to meet him. Our Consul raised some objec¬ 
tions to the size of the escort sent, as hitherto only twenty-five sowars have been 
recognized as the number to which a Consul was entitled, and the guard of honour and 
hand are not usually sent; but the Deputy Governor replied that lie had been obliged 
to comply with the instructions of the Karguzar, aaTio had given him wwitten orders 
on the subject. M. Nekrassow brought with him fifteen Cossacks, raising the total 
strength of the Russian escort to thirty-three Cossacks. Including women and 
children, the Russian official community in Seistan now numbers fifty-three, as 
against seven British. 

2. Trade returns furnished by the Director of Customs for the half-year ending 
the 20th August show 7 an increase of 15,780 rupees on the figures for the corre¬ 
sponding period of the former year. The increase is almost entirely under the head 
of exports to India, there being a considerable falling off of imports. 

3. The Yamin-i-Nizam is reported to havo Avritten to the Afghan frontier officer 
to the effect that, as Persia has rejected the McMahon Water Award, she considers 
the latter to be inoperative, and that henceforth the original Goldsmid AAvard should 
be binding on both parties. 

4. Captain Macpherson, Avho w r as on tour along the frontier at the end of 
November, says that disputes betAveen the Persians and the Afghans over the Avater 
question are of constant occurrence, and that feeling was at that time very hitter. 


Kerman. 

The Governor-General of Kerman left for Tehran at the end of November. He 
had telegraphed to the Prime Minister that he Avished personally to see the Shall and 
explain to him the state of affairs in Kerman, and that if lie Avere required to pay up 
arrears of revenue due from the late Governor-General lie would ask to be allowed to 
resign his post. His request Avas sanctioned and he is now on his Avay. 
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Shiraz. 

1. It is reported from Shiraz, on the authority of the Russian “ Tajir-bashi,” that 
a Russian Consul will be shortly appointed and a branch of the Russian bank opened 
there. 

2. The Province of Fars continues to be in a very disturbed condition. At the 
beginning of December the leading Mollahs and other influential men of Shiraz sent a 
long telegram to the Prime Minister detailing their grievances, which were chiefly the 
increased taxation and extortion under the rdgime of the Shoa-es-Sultaneh and the 
general insecurity of life and property. As no answer was received, this was followed, on 
the 26th December, by the telegiam to all foreign Legations in Tehran, which forms the 
subject of Mr. Grant Duff’s despatch No. 280. Meanwhile, the clergy, merchants, 
and people retired to the Shah Chiragh Mosque, and all shops were closed. On the 
26th December His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz telegraphed that the people were 
getting very impatient, and that efforts were being made to excite all Fars, and a 
farther telegram on the 28th reported the situation worse, that there was continual 
uproar and tiring in the air, and that people was said to be coming in from outside. 

There has also been disturbances at Kazcrun. 


Bushire, 

1. Major Cox reports that M. WafFclaert, who was Director of Customs at Bushire 
till last May, and who gave a good deal of trouble therein connection with quarantine 
and postal arrangements, has now been given a Russian decoration, and is being 
brought back to his former post at Mohammerah. 

2. On the 21st. December the Government of India telegraphed to ask whether it 
would not be possible for the Telegraph Department, pending the formal opening of the 
Henjnm-Bunder Abbas Line, to pass service messages along it informally. The Director 
of Telegraphs has replied that there will be no technical difficulties in carrying out this 
arrangement. 

Ah wax, 

1. His Majesty’s Acting Vice-Consul at Ahwaz was touring in the Bakhtiari 
country iti October and November. Lie is submitting a detailed Report on the 
Ahwaz-Ispahan road. During his tour he spoke to the Bakhtiari Khans on the 
subject of the friction between them and the Sheikh of Mohammerah in respect of 
refugees to AJgewa, and the Chiefs have promised that when they move down to 
Kam Uormn/, they will discuss tin* matter and call the assistance of the Vice-Consul 
at Ahwaz as Arbitrator. 

lie also explained to them the proposals made by Major Cox for supplying 
them with a medical attendant of their own which they have long wanted. This 
they also promised to discuss among themselves and to give a reply shortly. 

2. An expedition against the Beni Truf, a tribe of Arabs living near Hawizeli, 
who have for some time past refused to pay their revenues, was lately brought to a 
successful conclusion. 

The force numbered about 2,000 men, composed partly of Persian troops and 
partly of tribesmen, the whole being under the command of the Salar Muazzirn, 
Governor of Shuster. They met with no resistance, and most of the outstanding 
revenue was collected. 

Resht. 

1. Humours are current in the town that His Imperial Highness Azad-es- 
Sultaneh, the present Governor, will shortly be recalled to Tehran. 

2. The Manager of the Russian Banque d’Eseompte at Resht is, it is stated, 
leaving there shortly for Ma/.anderan with the object of establishing branches of the 
Rank at Barfurush and Astrabad. 

6. An atl'ray occurred early in December between the Persian Cossacks attached 
to the Russian Bank and some servants of His Imperial Highness the Prince- 
Governor, in which the latter were maltreated, 

L. The attitude ot the Russian Bank at Resht towards its customers has lately 
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caused much discontent, notably in the case of landowners who were prevailed upon 
last season to sell their rice through the bank, and are now far from satisfied with 
the accounts they have received. In consequence of this many influential men are 
refusing to deal any more with the Bank. 


Tabreez. 

1. His Majesty’s Consul-General reports that an agitation was started in Urmi 
among the friends of Mirza Hussein Agha in favour of his immediate return. The 
movement was half-hearted, and Mr. Wratislaw is confident that, even should it 
become more strongly supported, the Governor will be able and willing to prevent any 
undesirable demonstration. 

2. Referring to the subject of alleged Turkish encroachments on Persian territory 
in Azibaijau, the Governor of Urmi has received a letter from the Turkish Sheikh 
Sadik, claiming the district of Mergavar, which formerly belonged to his father, but 
was confiscated after the latter’s invasion of Azerbaijan in 1880. Mr. Wratislaw 
draws attention to the fact that the Sheikh made a similar application some years 
ago; on that occasion, how r ever, he asked to be allowed to buy the villages in 
question, whereas now he makes no suggestion of payment, but demands the property 
as being rightfully his. 

Tehran. 

The following new appointments are considered as certain :— 

The nissam-ul-Mulk, Governor of namadam, to be Deputy Governor of 
Kermanshah. 

His Imperial Highness Salah-ed-Dowleh, Governor of Kurdistan, to be Governor 
of Luristan and Burujird. He is nominally Governor of Kermanshah also, but on 
hearing of the proposed appointment, all the chief persons of the town wont to the 
telegraph office and informed the Shah that they declined to receive His Imperial 
Highness, and offered to pay 3,000 tomans a-year to be rid of him. The Salar 
is a cruel and oppressive Governor, and as imeompetent as the other sons of the 
Shah. 

Jellal-ed-Dowleh, eldest son of the Zil-es-Sultan, becomes Governor of 
Kurdistan. 

The Firman Forma goes to Kerman from Kermanshah and Luristan. He has 
already at least once held the Governor-Generalship of Kerman. 

2. The Persian Government have issued a Circular ordering that members of 
the Corps Diplomatique and all Europeans are to carry night passes. The bends of 
Missions meet on the 3rd January to consider their reply. 

3. The Shah is, considering his various maladies, in very fair health, and is 
constantly at Doshantepe, a residence about 6 miles from the town. 

f. Tlie principal Mujteheds are still (3rd January) at Shah Abdul Azim, and are 
in communication with Kerbela about their grievances. The general impression is 
that, if at least a portion of their demands is not granted, there may he serious 
disturbances in Tehran during the Moharrem. 

5. The starving and filthy soldiers, who have hitherto formed tho guard of 11 is 
Majesty’s Legation, have at the pressing request of His Majesty’s Charge d’Afi’aires 
been removed, and a guard of Amir Bahadur Jang’s own men have been installed. 
They are relatively clean, and appear to receive their wages regularly. 

6. Early in December a Japanese, who purported to bo a Buddhist priest, passed 
through Tehran. He was on his way to North-eastern Persia, and if possible was 
going into Afghanistan. Mr. Grant Duff gave him a letter of recommendation to 
His Majesty’s Acting Consul-General at Meshed. He was warned as to the danger of 
travelling in Afghanistan. 

(Signed) J. A. DOUGLAS, Lieutenant- Colonel, 

Military Attache. 

January A, 1906. 
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Matters dealt with in separate Despatches. 


Matters dealt with. 


N 


o. and Date of Despatch. 


Kalat-i-Nadiri, Report on 

Bakhtiaris: Tribal affairs, Road, and Naphtha Con¬ 
cession 

Bakhtiari Road 

Sheikh of Mohammerah and Bakhtiaris 
Baku, situation at 

D’Arcy Petroleum Concession 
Kasvin-Hamadan Road.. 

Destruction of Seistan Mission buildings .. 
Majid-es-Sultnneh’s affairs 

Cossack Brigade , .. .. . 

Condition of Persia and possibility of disturbances . 
Sponge Exploration Syndicate 
Condition of Ears .. 

Embargo on sheep 

Storage charges in Customs warehouses 

Mr. Spring-Rice’s appointment .. 

Urmi murder ease and attack on Captain Gough 
('ommercial statistics 


No. 266, 

December 15, 

1905. 

No. 267, 

Confidential, 

Decern- 

ber 20 

1905. 



No. 268. 




No. 269, 

Dceembe 

r 21, 

1905. 

No. 270, 

Confidential, 

Deeem- 

ber 21 

1905. 



No. 271, 

December 21, 

1905. 

No. 272, 


23, 

t 

No. 273, 


26, 


No. 274, 


27, 

] 

No. 276, 

99 

28, 


No. 277, 

91 

28, 


No. 279, 

11 

30, 


No. 280, 

11 

30, 


No. 48, 

Commercial, 

Decera- 

ber 30 

1905. 



No. 49, 

Commercial, 

Decem- 

ber 30 

1905. 



No. 281, 

December 31 

1905. 


No. 1, January 1, 1906. 

No. I, Commercial, January 1, 
1906. 


[4142J No. 105. 

Mr. E. Grant Duf to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3.) 

(No. 6. Confidential.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 5, 1906. 

I RECENTLY paid a private visit to the Grand Vizier to thank him for the 
permission his Highness has frequently given to members of Ilis Majesty’s Legation 
to shoot in the neighbouring mountains. I avoided any allusion to politics, but 
just before I took leave his Highness asked me various questions regarding the 
composition of the new Government in England, and specially inquired what would 
be their policy in Persia. 

I replied that as far as I was at present aware His Majesty’s Government would 
not deviate from the traditional policy of Great Britain in regard to Persia, and that 
I had no doubt that His Majesty’s new advisers, like their predecessors, desired to see 
Persia strong and independent. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUEF. 


[4111] No. 106. 

Mr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 3.) 

(No. 90.) 

Sir, St. Petersburgh, January 30, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to inform you that the Persian Minister here, who is the son 
of the Minister for Foreign Adairs, has received an unexpected summons to return 
home at once. He told me that he expected to be absent a month. It is, however, 
rumoured that he will not return. I called upon him to wish him good-bye, and in 
the course of a long conversation lie expressed himself in very pessimistic terms as to 
the state of his country. AVith regard to the financial situation, he admitted it to be 
very bad, but I could not ascertain from him what, if any, proposals had been made 
by the Russian Government. He informed me that M. Speyer, the present Russian 
Minister, was shortly to be removed, and that his successor would prolbably be the 
present Director of the Asiatic Department, M. Hartwig. I asked him what steps 
were being taken in relation to the disorders in the South and in Shiraz. He said that 
he had just received a telegram informing him that the Governor of Shiraz would 
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probably be shortly removed, and that a Delegate was being dispatched to Shiraz to 
inquire into the state of affairs. He thought that it would be difficult for the Belgians 
to maintain their position in view of the popular agitation against them. M. Naus 
would be retained, but the number of assistants of his own nation would be con¬ 
siderably curtailed. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 


[3846] No. 107. 

Sir Edward Grev to Mr. Grant Duff'. 

(No. 24.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office. February 3, 1906. 

A FURTHER effort should be made by you to obtain Kuh-i-Malek Sia extension 
as quid pro quo for Mullah’s return to Urumia, but, if you find this impossible, you 
may accept arrangement proposed in your telegram No. 33 of the 31st January. 


[4288] No. 108. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received February 5.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a letter from 
the Director of Military Operations, dated the 27th ultimo, and a paraphrase of a 
telegram to the Viceroy, dated the 1st instant, relative to a dispatch of guards to 
Persia. 

India Office, February 3, 1906. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 108. 

Director of Military Operations to Lidia Office. 

THE Director of Military Operations presents bis compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for India, and, with reference to the telegram received from the 
Viceroy in India, dated the 11th instant, regarding the dispatch of troops to Persia in 
the event of disturbances there, is directed by the Chief of the General Stall to invite 
attention to the fact that the time given for the infantry detachment to reach Tehran 
from Bushire, via Shiraz, a distance of 701 miles, scans very short. To arrive in 
43 days would mean continuous marching at the rate of nearly 18 miles a-day without 
a halt, while to arrive in 57 days would mean an average daily march of 134 miles. 
After so long a march many members of the detachment would doubtless be unlit for 
duty, and those who did arrive fit would probably arrive too late to be of any use. 

It is observed in the telegram in question that the Indian military authorities 
recognize that, in certain circumstances, the dispatch of small detachments across 
Persia might involve considerable risk ; but, in the opinion of the General Staff, the 
dispatch to Tehran of so small and immobile a force as 50 infantry would, in any 
circumstances, be a dangerous measure so long as the country continues in its present 
unsettled state. 

In view of the above, and of the fact that, under the conditions contemplated, 
rapidity of action would be essential, it would seem to be for consideration, assuming 
that it is eventually decided to send only a small force, whether a body of mounted 
men would not be preferable to infantry. Such a body would have a better chance of 
getting through the country and of arriving before it was too late. The section of the 
road Bushire to Shiraz is certainly said to be “ a narrow mule-track, crossing a 
succession of mountain ranges by steep and difficult passes,” but it is the regular post 
road, tin 1 post being carried by horsemen, and water is obtainable throughout. 1 he 
remainder of the route apparently presents no special difficulties to the movement ol 
mounted men. 

War Office , January 27, 1906. 

[1618] 2 D 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 108. 

Mr. Morley to Government of India. 

(Telegraphic.) P. India Office, February 1, 1906. 

YOUR telegram of the 11th ultimo. 

Risk of sending guards across Persia in small detachments has been pointed out 
by Director of Military Operations, who suggests that it might be preferable to employ 
mounted men rather than infantry, as they would have better chance of getting through 
the country, and of arriving rapidly at their destination, if dispatch of small force at 
present proposed should hereafter be decided upon. 

I concur in view of Director of Military Operations as to the risk which would be 
involved ; and I observe that, in the event of your being called upon to send guards, 
the question whether the risk is such as may reasonably be incurred is one which will 
be decided by your military authorities. 


[4543] No. 109. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff' to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 6.) 


(No. 85.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, Februaiy 6, 1906. 

FO BLOWING repeated to India :— 

“ Pealing of witness from Consulate by Vazir of Pars. 

“According ton repori which I have received from llis Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz, 
the muleteer who was beaten has given him a sealed statement to the effect that lie 
was not in charge of the goods at all at the time of the robbery, but that his brother 
had taken over charge of them. 

“ The important point in the case, I venture to suggest, is that the muleteer was 
sent, to the Persian authorities as a witness in support of a British claim, and that the 
Vazir arbitrarily heat him without informing llis Majesty’s Consul. If this sort of 
behaviour on the part of the Persian Government is permitted, there is no reason why 
they should not also ill-treat witnesses sent to them by llis Majesty’s Legation. 

“ No foreign Legation here would tolerate such conduct, and I earnestly hope that 
you will insist, on the tender of the apology demanded. I hope that, by next messenger 
1 may he aide to send a more detailed report.” 


L4532J No.no. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Greu.—(Received February 6.) 

(No. 36.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 6, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India : — 

“Troops for Robat, 

“ The Persian Government may be alarmed by our dispatch of troops to Robat, and 
I propose to make a verbal communication to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh in the sense of 
your telegram No. 15 of the 23rd January, first, paragraph.” 


14542J No. in. 

Mi E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 6.) 

(No. 37.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 6, 1906. 

HUMOUR PI) plague in Khorassan : my telegram No. 30. 

Government of India telegraphs to llis Majesty’s Consul-General at Meshed as 
follows : - 
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“ We do not want you to send the Agency Surgeon to Turbat-i-Sheikh Jam if 
the Russians have abandoned their scheme. You will have the best information as 
to this.” 

Nothing is known by the Persian Government of the alleged dispatch of Cossacks 
to Turbat-i-Sheikh Jam. 


[381] JNo- 112. 

Sir Edward Grey to Sir A. Hardinge. 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 6, 1906. 

I 1IAVE received your letter of the 31st December, 1905, reporting upon the 
present condition of Persia, and the principal questions affecting British and. 
commercial interests in that country. 

I desire to thank you for this lucid and instructive account of the situation in 
Persia, which I have read with much interest. 

1 am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[4554] No. 113. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received February 7.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of inclosure in 
a letter from the Foreign Secretary to the Government of India, dated the 11th 
January, relative to the plague in Seistan. 

India Office, February 6, 1900. 


Inclosure in No. 113. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Government of India. 

('Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 9, 1900. 

ON the 7th January the Russian Charge d’Affaires wrote to Sanitary Council that 
disease having broken out at neighbourhood oE Zar, 12 miles from Husseinabad, the 
Russian Consular doctor had been sent to investigate, and pronounced it plague. He 
requested that precautions should be taken immediately, and Council have addressed 
Customs-house and Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

Please report at once, and, if necessary, send your doctor to investigate. 
(Addressed British Consul, Seistan, and repeated to Government of India.) 


[4586] 


No. 114. 


India Office lo Foreign Office.—(Received February 7.) 

TIIE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the 
Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary 
Morley, forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of 
a paraphrase of a telegram to the Viceroy, dated the 6th instant, relative to the 
proposed loan to the Persian Government. 

India Office, February 6, 1906. 










Inclosure in No. 114. 


[4648] 


No. 117. 


Mr. Morley to Government of India. 

(Telegraphic.) P. India Office, February 6,1906. 

PLEASE refer to the telegram of the 31st ultimo from Grant Duff as to 
Persian loan. He has been informed in reply that decision of His Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment not to grant loan cannot be reconsidered. Instructions have been sent to 
Cliargd d’Affaires at St. Petersburgh, with reference to the conversation recorded in 
Sir E. Grey’s despatch of the 13th December last, to inform Count Lamsdorff in 
confidence that we have refused to grant loan. Mr. Spring-Dice is to intimate that, 
in the event of similar application being made by Persia to Russia, we expect 
reciprocity from Russian Government, but that if for any reason latter think it 
desirable to give financial assistance to Persia we are quite ready to discuss matter in 
a friendly spirit. 


[4645] No. 115. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey,—(Received February 7.) 

(No. 38.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 7, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India 

“ His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz telegraphs as follows : 

“ 1 As the High Commissioner had given no definite answer to the malcontents, in 
spite of his repeated promisos and delays, a deputation of the Shiraz trade guilds came 
to-day to the Consulate at mid-day, and asked that they and others might be allowed 
to take asylum here. I replied in the terms which you have already approved, but 
advised them to apply again to-day to the High Commissioner, and to exhaust all 
other channels before coming here. 

“ ‘ This evening they returned and reported that their application had had no result, 
and that they therefore intended to seek asylum here to-morrow. 

“ ‘ The Kerguzer, whom I saw and warned, begged me to temporize with the mal¬ 
contents. I told him that 1 had already done so to the utmost of my ability, and 
urged him to communicate with the Mushir-ed-Dowleh by telegraph. I am writing 
^.0 the High Commissioner to inform him.’ ” 

I have informed the Mushir-ed-Dowlcli privately of the above, and have expressed 
a hope that steps will be taken by the Persian Government to calm the popular excite¬ 
ment at Shiraz. 


[4646] No. 116. 

Mr. E. Giant Duff' to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 7.) 

(No. 39.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 7, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India:— 

“My telegram No. 32. 

“ I have been privately and confidentially informed by the Musliir-ed-Dowleli’s 
son that Russia is prepared to make a loan, but that her conditions are of such a 
nature that they would practically reduce Persia to a state of vassalage. He would 
not tell mo what the conditions were, but said that they might, perhaps, be communi¬ 
cated later on. lie asked whether His Majesty's Government would be disposed to 
advance a sum if it were placed under British control. I replied that I would report 
what he had said, but that llis Majesty’s Government would not reconsider their 
decision. 

“ The M tixhir-ed-Dowleh again referred yesterday to the badness of the financial 
situation, and said that attempts were being made to raise a loan iuternally. He was 
not hopeful as to the success of the scheme.” 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward 

(No. 40.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. 

FOLLOWING sent to India:— 


Grey.—{Received February 7.) 

Tehran , February 


7, 1906. 


“ Kuh-i-Malik Siah extension. 

“ Your telegram to the India Office of the 6th February. 

“ I am endeavouring to obtain, in exchange for permission for the Mullah to 
return to Urmi, a concession for the construction of the Kuh-i-Malik Siah extension. 

At the request of His Majesty s Consul at Seistan, I asked in December last for 
permission for our signallers to work at Turbat and Birjand.” 


[4532] No. 118. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 26.) ‘ M 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, February 7, 1906. 

'' 11H regaid to the dispatch oi a force to Robat, mentioned in your telegram 
No. 36 of the 6th instant, we leave the decision in this matter to your discretion. 0 


[4738] 


No. 119. 


India Office to Foreign Office.—{Received February 8.) 

SlF ’ TAT _ India Office, February 7, 1906. 

IN reply to Sir Eldon Gorst’s letter of the 30th ultimo, I am directed by 
Mr. Secretary Morley to say that he concurs in the terms of the draft telegram which 
the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs proposes to send to His Majesty’s Chargd 
d’Affaires at Tehran regarding the status of Bahreinese in Persia. 

Mr. Morley would however suggest, for Sir E. Grey’s consideration, that it 
might be desnable to add to the communication to be made to the Persian Government 
a reference to the action taken by the British authorities for the protection of Persian 
tiaders in Bahrein irom the attacks made on them in November 1904, and to the terms 
of the telegram sent on that occasion by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh to the Persian 
community in Bahrein. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


[4666] No. 120. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—{Received February 8.) 

TnE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram from the Viceroy, dated the 6th instant, relative to affairs in Persia. 

India Office, February 7, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 120. 
Government of India to Mr. Morley. 


(Telegraphic.) P. February 6, 1906. 

PLEASE refer to the telegrams of the 29th and 31st ultimo from Charge d’Affaires 
at Tehran. Government of India need not express any opinion as to the reply of the 
Persian Government so far as it relates to the firing on Gough and return of Urumia 
Mullah. With regard, however, to the proposed concession of signallers at Tuibat and 
[1618] 2 E 
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Birjand we would point out that we have had Howson at latter place for a month, and 
that on the 8th December new signallers were already in Seistan on their way up, 
proposed concession, therefore, seems inadequate. We trust that some means may be 
found to overcome Shah’s reluctance to agree to the Robat—Seistan. telegraph , his 
attitude in this matter is very unreasonable, especially as the possibility of early 
communications between India and Seistan is rendered of importance owing to the 
plague in that province. 

(Repeated to Tehran.) 


[4769] No. 121. 

Mr. K. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 8.) 

(No. 41.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 8, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India and Bushire :— 

“ lien jam. 

“ If is Majesty’s Consul-General at Bushire reported to India on the 10th January 
that the community of Arabs at llenjam, who recognize the sovereignty of the Sultan 
of Muscat, were prepared to resist Persian authority by force, and asked that, owing 
to the uncertain state of affairs prevailing in Persia, he might be authorized to suspend 
action on the orders which fie had received, which were apparently to the effect that 
he was to inform the Arabs that Persian sovereignty in the island was recognized by 
IIis Majesty’s Government. If he was to give an intimation to the Arabs to this effect, 
lie said that a man-of-war should be sent.” 

I telegraphed on tfie 20th January to India and Bushire that, in my opinion, 
nofideation should be delayed for the present. 

I have now received the following telegram from His Majesty’s Consul-General 
at Bushire:— 

“ Henjam Arabs. Please see inclosures in my letter of the 12th January. 

“ In the event of the Darya Beggi, who has now returned from India, starting to 
coerce the Arabs at llenjam, may 1 ask him in a friendly way to postpone his action, 
and, should he express inability to do so, may I request the Senior Naval Officer to 
send a ship to Llenjam to protect them ? 

“ With regard to the question of the customs building, 1 have arranged that 
M. Stas and the Director of Persian Gulf Telegraphs should meet on the 12th February 
at llenjam and come to an arrangement as to the sites, such arrangement to be subject 
to con filial ion.” 

His Majesty’s Consul-General suggests that the Arabs might be offered British 
domicile at Bassidore, and 1 think we should protect them. 

I propose to approve Consul-General’s suggestions and await your instructions. 

L am endeavouring to effect a settlement with the Mushir-ed-Dovvleli with regard 
to the land question at llenjam. 


[4751] No. 122. 

Mr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey .—( Received February 8.) 

(No. 25.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. St. Petersburgh, February 8, 1906. 

PERSIAN loan. 

I addressed a private letter to Count Lamsdorff, in the sense of your telegram 
No. 84 of the 2nd instant, on the subject of a loan to the Persian Government, and 
learnt to-day from his Excellency that he had received the Emperor’s instructions to 
express to me His Majesty’s satisfaction at the communication which I had made. 


Mr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 8.) 


(No. 27.) 

Telegraphic.) P. St. Peter sburgh, February 8, 1906. 

WITH reference to Mr. Grant Duff’s telegram No. 39. 

Persian loan. 

It is difficult to reconcile Count Lamsdorff’s language of yesterday with intentions 
attributed to Russian Government by Persian Minister, although it is true he might, as 
on a similar occasion in 1899, assert that he was not responsible for the action of the 
Finance Department. At the same time, the effect on public opinion in England of a 
loan to Persia on onerous conditions is well known to Count Witte. Offer mentioned 
in my despatch No. 772 may be that to which Persian Minister alludes. 


[4830] No. 124. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 9.) 

(No. 42.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 9, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

“ His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz telegraphs as follows: 

“ ‘ The appointment was announced this morning of Igbal-ud-Dowleh to the 
Governorship of Fars. It has been greeted with much rejoicing and some scepticism. 
The shops are to reopen on Saturday. To-night the Shah Chiragh Mosque is 
illuminated, and the bazaars will be illuminated to-morrow.’ ” 

Recall of Deputy Governor is also announced. 


[4831] No. 125. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff' to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 9.) 

(No. 43.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 9, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India 

“ I have telegraphed as follows to Mr. Consul-General Wratislaw at Urmi: 

“‘As I am informed by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh that the Persian Government 
have no present intention of coercing the Kurds, it is useless for you to stay 
any longer at Urmi, and you should return to your post.’ ” 


[4738] No. 126. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. Grant Duff. 

(No. 28.) 

(Telegraphic.) En clair. Foreign Office, February 9, 1906. 

YOUR telegram No. 24 [of 25th January]. [Bahrein.] 

It appears that although we have never acquiesced in Persian Government’s 
pretensions, we have not made to them definite statement of our views, and present 
opportunity should be taken of doing so. 

You should receive Persian note, and reply in following terms :— 

Treaties of 1809, 1814, and 1857 have always been scrupulously observed by llis 
Majesty’s Government, but have no bearing on present question. We have never 
admitted ownership or sovereignty of Persia over Bahrein, and such a claim is wholly 
inadmissible. We consider island and its inhabitants to be under British protection, 
and must decline to entertain any further representations on the subject. This has 
been invariable reply to Turkish Government, who have on several occasions advanced a 
claim to Bahrein. You should refer to action taken by British authorities for 
protection of Persian traders in November 1904, and to terms of telegram sent on that 
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occasion by Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Persian community in island (see Major Cox of 17th 
December, 1904). You should conclude by stating that we must therefore maintain 
our right to use good offices on behalf of Balireinese in Persia. You are instructed to 
report if any cases occur of their being subjected to molestation or injustice at hands 
of Persian authorities, in which event we will consider what further action is necessary. 


[4133] No. 127. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duf. 

(No. 16.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 9, 1906. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 280 of the 31st December, 1905, relative, 
to the disturbed condition of affairs in the Province of Fars and the town of Shiraz. 

I approve the terms of the note which you have addressed to the Persian 
Government on this subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[4142] No. 128. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 17.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 9, 1906. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 6, Confidential, of the 5tli ultimo, reporting 
a conversation with the Grand Vizier with regard to British policy in Persia. 

I approve your language to the Ain-ed-Dowleh on this occasion. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[5061] No. 129. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 10.) 

(No. 44.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 10, 1906. 

FOLLOWING sent to India and repeated to Seistan and Meshed :— 

“ I yesterday informed the Mushir-ed-Dowleh verbally that we were sending 
200 men to llobat, as a precautionary measure in view of the outbreak of plague, and, 
in order, if required, to assist the Persian Government. I asked liis Excellency to 
inform the authorities of Seistan and Ivhorassan. 

“ The Mushir-ed-Dowleh begged me to furnish him with a statement in writing, 
and I am sending him a note in the sense of the above.” 


[5255] 

No. 130. 


Foreign Office to Treasury. 

Sir, 

Foreign Office, February 12, 1906. 


WITH reference to your letter of the 8th August, 1901,1 am directed by Secretary 
Sir E. Grey to transmit to you herewith, to be laid before the Lords Commissioners of 
Ilis Majesty’s Treasury, copy of a letter from the India Office on the subject of the 
sepoy guards for the British Consulates in Persia. 0 

I am to state, for their Lordships’ information, that in May 1903 the strength of 
the Consular guards in Persia was fifty men. Of these, sixteen were originally 
assigned to Ispahan, but were subsequently divided between Ispahan and Tehran, 
the remaining thirty-four were distributed between the Consular establishments at 
Bushire, Kerman, Seistan, and Meshed. 

As llis Majesty's Consulate at Ispahan is controlled by this Department, the 


India Office, December 20, 1905. 
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necessary provision has been made since 1902-3 in the Diplomatic and Consular 
Estimates for one-half of the cost of the guard maintained there (and afterwards 
at Tehran). 

The other Consulates named being under Indian control, the cost of the guards 
has been defrayed in the first place by the Government of India, and has been 
presumably included as additional expenditure in the annual adjustment between the 
British and Indian Governments. 

The Government of India now propose to increase the strength of the Consular 
guards to 152 men, and to provide guards at, in addition to the posts mentioned above, 
Tabreez and Shiraz, which are controlled by the Foreign Office, and at Bunder Abbas, 
Turbat-i-Haidari, Kermanshah, and Aliwaz, which are under Indian control. There 
would thus be twenty-eight men at posts controlled by this Department, and 124 men 
at posts controlled by the Government of India. 

The additional expenditure involved is estimated at:— 

Rupees a. p. £ s. d. 

Initial expenditure .. .. .. 31,317710 = 2,087 16 8 

Annual recurring expenditure .. .. 116,500 0 0 = 7,766 13 4 

And the Secretary of State for India proposes, with Sir E. Grey’s concurrence, to 
instruct the Government of India to include the additional cost, as it is incurred, in 
the annual statement of increases and decreases of expenditure on Persian establish¬ 
ments. 

It is further proposed to treat in the same manner the whole cost of the Consular 
guards in Persia instead of making periodical claims on that account. 

I am to express Sir E. Grey’s hope that the Lords Commissioners will give their 
favourable consideration to these proposals. 

It may be added that a substantial increase in the strength of the Consular guards 
has been rendered imperative by the present situation in Persia. The recent reports 
from Ilis Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires at Tehran point to a general feeling of unrest 
and insecurity throughout the country. The authority of the Central Government 
grows gradually weaker, and the Imperial troops are reported to be unreliable. A 
general or local anti-foreign outbreak might at any moment make it necessary for 
His Majesty’s Consular officers and British residents in Persia to rely, at least 
temporarily, for their safety on the protection of the Consular guards. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[5369] No. 131. 

Sir A. Hardinge to Foreign Office.- -[Received February 13.) 

Sir, Brussels, February 8, 1906. 

1 HAVE received semi-officially from the Eastern Department tin* papers which I 
have the honour to return herewith, with a request that 1 should furnish my 
observations on the five points mentioned in the India Office letter of the 31st August, 
1905. 

With respect to question 1, it would not be possible for us to purchase the Sani- 
ed-Dowleh’s Concession without the consent of the Persian Government, which would 
certainly bo refused, at least so long as the Ain-ed-Dowleh remains Grand Vizier. 
The Concessions Law promulgated by the Shah two years ago would invalidate any 
such transfer; but it would be possible to come to an arrangement with the Sani-ed- 
Dowleli by which we should have a right to run motors jointly with bis on all the roads 
in the country, and, from what he has himself said to me, I do not think this arrange¬ 
ment woidd present an}’ difficulty. The Persian Transport Company has the monopoly 
of the traffic (under the old Concession granted to the Imperial Bank of Persia) on the 
road (90 miles long) from Tehran to Kum, along which the entire traffic from the 
south, south-west, and south-east, and even the heavy traffic from Kermanshah and 
Bagdad, has to pass. The Rani-cd-Dowleh must therefore either open up a new road 
(or, rather, reopen an old one) to the west via Bobat, Kerim, Dili, and Saveli, which, 
though feasible, would cost him more than he could well afford, or he must come to some 
arrangement with the Persian Transport Company. T should propose to allow him to 
run his cars on the Tehran -Kum section in return for a right to be given to the 
Transport Company to run theirs on all the roads east, south, and west of Kum. The 
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Transport Company might possibly contend that their monopoly extended not merely 
to the Kum road properly so called, but to its prolongations (Kum-Sultanabad and 
Kum-Tspahan). 1 should, however, rather doubt the expediency of pressing this 
view too strongly, and for practical purposes the Company’s monopoly of the section 
Tohran-Knm gives it all the leverage we want in respect of the roads south and west 
of Kum. 

It may, of course, be argued that the Sani-ed-Dowleh in granting these running 
powers from beyond Sultanabad and Ispahan would be acting iiltm vires. Up to those 
two places he cannot help himself, as, the roads being held by British concessionnaires, 
who, as far as Kum, are undoubtedly monopolists, he will he forced to let our cars run 
along them, as he has been in the ease of Russian cars on the Resht-Tehran road, on 
which, be it observed, the Russians have no legal monopoly of traffic. But, if the 
Persian Government were to say, which is not very likely (unless they were pressed to 
do so hy the Russian Legation), that he had no right to allow our cars to run south of 
Tspalmn, and that on that section of the great southern road he must enforce his 
monopoly, he could point out the impossibility of his doing so, in view of our power to 
prevent his using the Tehran-Kum road and of the physical difficulties in the way of 
Iiis cars reaching Kum or even Ispahan by any route from the south. The opposition 
of the Persian Government to our running cars south of Ispahan or west of Sultanabad 
would in any case he nominal only. We can always reply: “Pacify Luristan and 
Arahistan, and enable Messrs. Lynch to carry out the Concession you have given them 
and extend their road to Di/ful and Ahwaz.” 

Question - is answered by the above remarks. It woidd, I believe, cost nothing 
to obtain the shatc above described as distinct from the exclusive control of the Sani- 
ed-Dowleh’s Concession, hut it would doubtless be advisable that, on the conclusion of 
the Agreement with his Excellency, some small present (as a piece of plate) should, in 
accordance with Persian custom, be given to him by His Majesty’s Minister. 

Question d. I could not, at this distance from Persia, venture upon any estimate 
of the cost of constructing a mail usable by motors from Ispahan to Bushire. Up to 
Shiraz it, might, 1 should think, lie constructed for a few thousand pounds, say 5,000/., 
as carriages can mnv go on the old road up to Khan-i-Korgan, about 10 miles south of 
Dehhi'l, Inn it would be necessary to build a new road from that point to near 
Persepoiis (about (15 miles), and to bridge the Polvar at two or three places between 
Si vend and Zerghun and very greatly to improve the section from the latter town to 
Shiraz. There is an alternative mad further ea-M from Behind to Zerghun via Baonat, 
along which carriages have driven with some difficulty, but I have no personal 
knowledge of it ; nor can 1 express any opinion as to the road from Shiraz to Bushire 
via Eiruzabad, as the only one known to me by personal experience is the ordinary 
caravan track over the Kolels, which is impossible for wheeled traffic. I would, 
however, refer you to a despatch written, 1 think, in the summer of 1901 hy 11 is 
Majesty’s ('oimul at Shiraz, and forwarded by me to Lord Lunsdovno, which gives full 
details as to a proposal made to him to improve communications with Bushire, and 
which deals, if mv memory is correct, with the Eiruzabad route. 

1. 1 agree* with tin* remarks made by'Mr. Llewellyn Smith as to the condition of 
llu* Re.dit road, especially with reference to the steepness of the gradients on the 
Caspian side; but, since Mr. .Maclean last visited Persia, a Russian engineer, 
M. PoltorauolT, has, hy order of the Russian Government, considerably improved it, 
especially in the swampy region of Gilan, where it was so frequently damaged hy the 
heavy rains of winter, i should say, speaking personally, that the period during which 
the road could only be traversed with difficulty by motors would he on an average four 
months, rather than the seven in the year quoted by Mr. Llewellyn Smith. 

I believe, however, that the future route by which Russian goods will enter 
Central Persia will not he the Reslit, but the Tabrcez one. 

This latter mute, which I have traversed on horseback and in carriages from 
Tehran to the Araxes, presents none of the physical difficulties encountered on the 
roads descending from the central table-land to the Caspian, the only steep bit being 
the stage between -lemalasad and Mianeh (lw miles), where it crosses the comparatively 
low range of hills called the Kalian Kwh. It is a matter of public notoriety that the 
Russian Government are constructing this road, which, when 1 w r as in Azerbaijan in 
LOO-1, had only been begun north of Maraud, in such a way as to enable it to be turned 
with very short notice into a railway ; they are, in fact, building a road which will only 
need the rails to be placed on it to be turned into a railway line, and the same is the 
ease with the new Kazvin-llamadan branch. 

The Trans-Caucasian railway system now extends to Russian Julfa on the north 
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No. 131*. 

Mr. E. Grant Dutf to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 13.) 


to India and Tnbreez 


Tehran, February 13, 1906. 


(No. 45.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. 

FOLLOW! N( 1 rcpcate 

Um i"Z™d by 0. American Minis,or tW a tote delay rf tau 
till) punishment of the murderers lies been asked lor by the lesunMust - 
Washim-ton. He asked for my opinion, and 1 told lum that I thought that at the end 
n j the hpeei lied time the ease would probably be in the same unsat isiac oiy posi ion. 
1 recommended that the American < lover runout should make very stringent conditions 

il thev granted the delay. 
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bank of the Araxes, which, as you may remember, there forms the Russo-Persian 
frontier. Thence to Tehran it is about 420 miles by road, running over a generally 
easy country, though liable to occasional interruption by snow north-west of Zinjan 
during the months from November to April. I cannot but fear that once the road is 
put in proper order by the Russian Government the difficulties in the way of the motor 
service which the Board of Trade anticipates will be found to have been a good deal 
exaggerated. 

The disturbed state of Russia, and especially of the Trans-Caucasian provinces, has 
retarded the execution of this enterprise, and has thus given us a chance of competition 
by improving the southern routes which we might not otherwise have obtained. 

5. A full statement of my views as to the Government of India’s proposal to obtain 
the right to build a road from Bunder Abbas to Bam will be foimd in a despatch which 
I had the honour to address to Lord Lansdowne in September last from Meshed after 
talking the question over with Major Sykes, whose views, based on the local knowledge 
acquired by him as His Majesty’s Consul in Kerman, greatly modified the opinion I 
had originally formed as to the utility of this project. I need not, therefore, 
recapitulate them again. 

1 am, &c. 

(Signed) ARTHUR H. HARDINGE. 


[5497] No. 132. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received February 14.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram from the Viceroy, dated the 13th instant, relative to the proposed loan to 
the Persian Government. 

India Office, February 14, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 132. 

Government, of India to Mr. Morley. 

(Telegraphic.) P. February 13, 1900. 

YOUR telegram of the 6th instant regarding Persian loan. Position, as I under¬ 
stand it, is that refusal of His Majesty’s Government to grant loan has reference only 
to application already made, and that refusal by His Majesty’s Government of any 
further request that may be made will be contingent upon Russia also refusing any 
advance.. If this is the case, 1 have no remark to offer except that it will be necessary 
to insure that Russia docs not, while ostensibly keeping promise, allow Bauquo des 
Prets or any other indirect agency to make the loan, on the ground that she cannot 
interfere with the bank’s commercial operations. I woidd refer to the equivocal pro¬ 
ceedings of Russian Government, both as regards proposed joint loan and their own 
previous loans, as justifying our doubts of Russian procedure (vide, as to first loan, 
Lord G. Hamilton’s telegram of the 1st February, 1900; vide also Lord Lansdowne’s 
despatch to Sir G. Scott of the 3rd December, 1901, No. 316, written only one month 
before conclusion of 1902 loan). Unless categorical assurances on this point are forth¬ 
coming from Russia, I would even now suggest reconsideration of question of granting 
loan, provided that Persian Government accept condition that money lent should bo 
expended under British control. This, it would seem, they are now prepared to do, 
since readiness of Russia to grant loan, though on most stringent terms, is indicated by 
despatches from both St. Petersburgh and Tehran. 

Possibility of general anarchy supervening in Persia, owing to want of funds, if 
both Powers refuse loan, and of risk that we may thereby be involved in measures for 
restoration of order, has, I presume, been considered by His Majesty’s Government. 
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[5509] No. 133. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey—{Received February 14.) 


(No. 46.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 


Tehran, February 14, 1906. 


“■Your telegram No. 24 of the 3rd February. 

“ Telegraphic extension to Kuh-i-Malik Siali is refused by Persian Government. 
They say that there are certain difficulties, one of which is the fact that the Russians 
have demanded a telegraph line from Resht to Tehran, which the Shah has refused 
to grant. 

“ I was confidentially informed to-day by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh that they would 
reconsider the question of the extension if we raised it later on. 

“ I have withrawn opposition to the Mullah’s return on the conditions stated in 
my telegram No. 33. lie is ill, and has just lost his son.” 


[4543] No. 134. 

Memorandum communicated to the Persian Minister, February 14, 1906. 

ON the 5th instant the Persian Minister was informed that the explanation 
ofi'ercd by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh of the recent incident at Shiraz, when the Vazir of 
Fars caused punishment to be inflicted on a muleteer who had been sent to him as a 
witness by His Majesty’s Consul, had been referred to llis Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires 

llis Excellency stated that the muleteer had been punished for culpable 
negligence in guarding the goods intrusted to his care. It appears, however, from a 
telegram received front Mr. Grant Duff, that the man gave to His Majesty s Consul 
at Shiraz a sealed statement to the effect that, at the time of the robbery, he was not 
in charge of the goods, but that these had been handed over to the care of his brother. 
The accuracy of the account supplied to the Persian Government would tliereiore 
seem open to question. 

I [is Majesty’s Government consider that, in any easo, the action of the Vazir in 
punishing a'man sent to him to give evidence by the British Consul, without 
previously communicating with the latter on the subject, was a highly improper 
proceeding, which might reasonably give ground for a claim lor ^ pecuniary 
compensation irom the Persian Government. They have, however, confined them¬ 
selves to demanding that a suitable apology should be offered by the Vazir to llis 
Majesty’s Consul. They must insist on this apology, and, if the Persian Government 
continue their refusal to issue the necessary orders, they will be compelled to 
reconsider their attitude in Hie matter. 

Foreign Office , February 14, 190G. 


[4543] No. 135. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff, 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, February 14, 1906. 

A COMMUNICATION bad already been made by mo to the Persian Minister in 
the sense suggested in your telegram No. 35 of the 6tli February respecting the 
molestation of a witness at Shiraz, lie has now been informed that some doubt 
attaches to the accuracy of the account supplied to the Persian Government, and that, 
in any ease, the punishment of the man by the Vazir, without previously communicating 
with llis Majesty’s Consul, was a highly improper proceeding, for which a claim for 
pecuniary compensation from the Persian Government might reasonably be put forward 
by llis Majesty’s Government, llis Majesty’s Government have, however, confined 
themselves to demanding an apology, on which they insist, and they will be forced to 
reconsider tlu-ir attitude in the matter unless the Persian Government comply with this 
demand. 
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[5713] 


No. 136. 


India Office to Foreign Office.—{Received February 16.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram from the Viceroy, dated the 15th instant, relative to the dispatch of 
guards to Persia. 

India Office, February 16, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 136. 

Government of India to Mr. Morley. 

(Telegiaphic.) P. February 15, 1906 

YOUR telegram of the 1st instant as to guards for Persia. While winter con¬ 
ditions prevail, cavalry would be unable to cross ranges between Bushire and Ispahan; 
it was for this reason that in our telegram of the 11th ultimo we proposed infantry as 
having better chance of getting through the country. Risk involved in sending small 
parties across Persia was fully recognized by us when we undertook, subject to con- 
dition which will be within your recollection, to decide whether that risk might reason- 
?oAU e n ] clll T ed - - \ V e llave smce received Sir A. Hardinge’s note of the 23rd December 
1 . ., anc °fher information which indicates that situation in Persia may become 
critical at any moment owing to want of funds. So far the only question we have 
considered is that of strengthening guards of British Legation and Consulates against 
temporary disturbances. We observe that, in letter from Foreign Office of the 28th 
December, 1905, the suggestion was made that force should be made available for 
despatch with least possible delay to Tehran, or any other part of Persia, should 
necessity arise owing to disturbances or other causes. If His Majesty’s Government 
contemplate Lie more serious measures which appear to be indicated in the Foreign 
Office letter of the 2bth December, 1905, we shall no doubt be informed at the earliest 
possible date, as the arrangements for the dispatch of the necessary force would 
require discussion and time for preparation. 


[5636] No. 137. 

, Mr - Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey—{Received February 16.) 

(No. 39.) J ’ 

(Td PERSIAN finance. * *«•"**>’ 10 ' **»• 

With reference to your telegram No. 34. 

. ,, £° l, . nt Lamsdorif has written to me privately asserting that, according to 
wJIf/ 1 ho 188 receivcd ’ negotiations are in course for a loan of 150,000/. 

7o,000/. being for repayment of former advances) between the Persian Government and 
t le imperial Bank, lliat iersia should accept the MacMahon Award is one of the 
conditions of this loan. 

In his letter Count Lamsdorif adds: “I cannot refrain from pointing out, in 
confidentially communicating this information, that Sir Edward Grey’s declaration 
seems inconsistent with this report.” 


[5636] No. 138. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. Spring-Rice. 

(No. 42.) 

Holographm.) P. Foreign Office, February 16, 1906. 

1 H E report mentioned in your telegram No. 39 of to-day on the subject of loan 
negotiations is entirely without foundation. It is probable that the Persians them- 
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selves have spread the report, in the hope that the Russian Government may he thereby 
induced to grant them a fresh loan. Far from making a further loan, an attempt is 
now being made by the Imperial Bank to recover from the Persian Government a part 
of the money already advanced. 


[4138] No. 139. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

^j r Foreign Office, February 16, 1906. 

I AM directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to transmit to you herewith, to be laid 
before the Secretary of State for India, copy of a despatch from His Majesty s Charge 
d’Affaires at Tehran, respecting the Lur attack on Colonel Douglas and Captain 
T.orimer, and the question of obtaining compensation from the Persian Government. 

Tt will be observed that Mr. Grant Duff considers that a strong message from His 
Majesty’s Government might have some effect in inducing the Persian Government to 
take energetic action for the punishment of the guilty Lurs. . 

As regards compensation, it was, as Mr. Morlcy is aware, recently decided that the 
matter need not be pressed for the present, but, in view of the note from the Mushir- 
ed-Dowleh of the 31st December, 1905, it appears desirable that the Persian Govern¬ 
ment should bo informed that 1 lis Majesty’s Government maintain the views picviously 
expressed to them on the subject. 

1 am to transmit herewith copy of a telegram which Sir E. Grey proposes, if 
Mr. Morley concurs in its terms, to address to Mr. Grant Duff in reply to his despatch.! 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[4137] 


No. 140. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 


(No. 21.) 

gj rj Foreign Office , February 17, 1906. 

1 HAVE received your despatch No 1 of the 1st'ultimo relative to the Urmi 

inquiry. . 

1 approve' the twins of the oomuiunications which you addressed to the 1 ersiau 
Government on this subject in conjunction with your United States’ colleague. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


158651 No. 141. 

./). Fj. Grant I)aff to Sit Edward Greg 

(No. 48.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India:— 

“ Situation in Persia. 

“ T am informed by the French Cliargd d’Affaires that the Russians have refused 
to consider the question of making a loan unless M. Naus represents Persia in the 
negotiations. It is stated that he has been summoned from Constantinople. My 
informant added that the Russians are insisting on the dismissal of the Grand Vizier. 

“ Moharrem begins on the 26th February, and it is generally believed tjiat there 
will be trouble here during the month. The Mollahs, who are receiving strong 
support from outside, are certainly much excited. On account ot his intrigues with 
them, the Minister of Commerce has just been exiled to Yezd. 

“Agitation, if it occurs, will not he directed against Europeans, but against the 
Government.” 


.—(Received February 18.) 

Tehran, February 18, 1906. 


• No. 102. 


t Not printed. 
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[5866] No. 142. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 18.) 

(No. 49.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 18, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India and St. Petersburgh:— 

“ Persian loan: 

“ St. Petersburgh telegram of the 16th February and my telegram No. 176 of 
last year. 

“ The Manager of the Imperial Bank has received the following telegram from 
his Directors: 

“‘We have agreed, at the urgent request of the Persian Minister, not to protest 
the draft of the 13th February if the promissory note be renewed by Persian Govern¬ 
ment, and if they will give you Persian Gulf Customs drafts as collateral security. 
Payment to be made before the 20th September next in three instalments. 

“ ‘ With regard to the letter addressed to Mr. Spring-Rice by Count Lamsdorff, it 
seems to me probable that the Russian Financial Agent is making mischief with the 
Persian Government. He is opposed to any agreement with England regarding 
Persia, He is, moreover, a very ambitious man, and I suspect that he has been 
intriguing to secure the post of Minister here in place of M. de Speyer, who informs 
me that he is to be transferred to another post.’ ” • 


[5881 j No. 143. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 8.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 18, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith a copy of a communication from 
Messrs. Lynch Brothers’ agent at Tehran, inclosing statistics of the traffic on the 
Bakhtiari Road for the years 1903 to 1905, exclusive of all outside caravans with 
local goods and passengers. 

You will see from the figures given that the imports by that route are increasing 
greatly. As 1 reported in my despatch No. 568 of the 20th December, the Persian 
Government liave sent a special official to deal with the constant eases of robbery on 
the roacl, and I have recently been informed by the Musliir-ed-Dowleli that Messrs. 
Lynch will be compensated for their losses at an early date. 

The dispatch of the Mamur will perhaps improve matters for a short time, but it 
is only too probable that after a few months highway robberies will be as frequent 
as ever. 

The Bakhtiari Chiefs have just arrived in Tehran, and l shall take an early oppor¬ 
tunity of discussing with them the question of the security of the road. They are, 1 
think, very ready to do what they can to keep order, but are much handicapped by 
the corrupt and inefficient Government officials, who throw every possible obstacle iu 
their way 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inelosure 1 in No. 143. 

Messrs. Lynch Bros, to Mr. E. Grant Duff'. 

Sir, Tehran, Junuury 15, 1906. 

IN reply to your inquiry as to the amount of traffic now passing over the Ahwaz- 
Ispahan Road, we have the honour to transmit to you herewith copy of statistics which 
we have received from our Ispahan agont, showing the amount of merchandize handled 
by us during the last three years. 

(Signed^ tU6 ’ & LYNCH BROS. 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 143. 


Statistics of Traffic between Ispahan and Ahwaz, and vice versd, exclusive ol all 
outside Caravans with Local Goods and Passengers, during 1903 to 1905. 






1903. 

1904. 

1905. 





Packages 

dispatched. 

Packages 

ariived. 

Packages 

dispatched. 

Packages 

arri\ed. 

Packages 

dispatched. 

Packages 
ari ived. 

January 





34 

38 

93 


571 

February 




, , 

16 


, , 


14 

March .. 




140 

. , 

104 

184 


432 

April .. 




70 

120 

192 

110 

401 

19 

May .. 




120 

358 

29 

1,054 

1,170 

199 

348 

J une 




562 
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779 
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No. 144. 


Mr. E, Grant l)u$ to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 10.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 27, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to receive the Marquess of Lansdowne’s despatch No. 170 of 
the 7th ultimo regarding the King’s birthday and Kuhak incidents, which are both now 
happily closed. I have no wish to reopen either ; but I have the honour to call 
attention to two grave omissions in the Mushir-ed-Dowleh’s communication to the 
Ala-os-Saltaneh. 

1. His Excellency omits to mention that the whole Legation staff waited from 
11 a.m. to 1 f.m. in uniform to receive the Shah’s Representative, and that written 
notice had been given lixing these hours in accordance with precedent. 

2. The Musliir-ed-Dowleh omits the important point that he had, as reported in 
my telegram No. 138 of the 1st November, 1905, verbally promised to give me a 
written undertaking previous to the demolition that the Persian Government would 
re-erect the Kuhak buildings if hereafter required to do so. 

1 respectfully venture to think that his Excellency’s omission to mention the above 
points shows the necessity of receiving the representations of the Persian Legation in 
Loudon as to incidents here with extreme caution. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


[5884] No. 11,5. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 


(No. 11.) 

Sh\ t Tehran, January 27, 1906. 

WITH reference to Sir A. llardinge’s despatch No. 180 of the 21st August, 1905, 
and my telegram No. 24 of the 25th instant, I have the honour to transmit herewith 
translation of a note which 1 have received from the Mushir-ed-Dowleh regarding the 
claims of the Persian Government to Bahrein. In telegraphing the substance of 
his Excellency's note to you, I ventured to express the opinion that although the 
language of the inclosed communication was not actually uncivil, its tone appeared 
to me to he open to objection. In these circumstances, [ had the honour to ask for 
your instructions as to whether l should decline to receive it. 
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The note bears every mark of being the Shah’s own composition, as I doubt 
whether either the Grand Vizier or the Mushir-ed-Dowleh would, on their own 
initiative, have addressed such a communication to the Representative of a foreign 
Government. 

I am confidentially informed that the tone at the Persian Court is very anti- 
European, the Shah and his courtiers apparently believing that what Japan can do 
Persia is also in a position to accomplish. 

In a country where the Administration is hardly on a level with that of Ilayti 
or San Domingo, and where the chief power is in the hands of a Sovereign compared 
to whom Bomba was an enlightened patriot, such pretentions can only excite mirth, 
but I have reported the matter as a curious and, perhaps, significant effect of the late 
Russo-Japanese war on Persian thought. 

1 have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure in No. 145. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(Translation.) January 9, 1906. 

IN reply to the note addressed by the British Legation respecting the natives of 
Bahrein, I have the honour to state that, in the case of Bahrein and its inhabitants, 
the Persian Government who consider that place its own unquestionable property 
and its people its own subjects, and who, in accordance with the sacred Treaties, 
expected every assistance from the friendly Power in case of any emergency, see that 
during this time, contrary to the Treaties of 1809, 1814, and 1857, all steps taken by 
the English officials had no other object but to weaken the allegiance of the people 
and the Sheikhs of Bahrein to the Persian Government, and to establish their own 
authority in the bond fide property of the Persian Government, as it has been also meant 
in the note under reply. Frequent representations and protests have been made both 
here and in London, but although the British Government have taken no exception to 
the ownership and Sovereignty of Persia over Bahrein, the British Government have 
not allowed Persian legal rights to be enforced there. 

The present proposals for the intervention of the British Consul-General on behalf 
of the Bahreinis, who are Persian subjects, is one proof of the compromising of the 
rights of the Persian Government over their ancient subjects. Such is the new title 
given to the Sheikh of Bahrein, calling him the owner of that place and concluding 
Treaties with him. Under these circumstances the Persian Government is obliged 
first to protest against all such measures, which are, m fact, taking possession of and 
interfering with its lawful territories and subjects, and, secondly, to request llis 
Britannic Majesty’s Government not to lose sight of the Treaty obligations, and that 
it should be tlieir earnest desire to confirm the allegiance of the Persian subjects to 
His Imperial Majesty the Shah, as it is expressly stipulated in the Treaty of 1857. 


[5885] 


No. 146. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 


(No. 12.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 27, 1906. 

IN obedience to the instructions contained in your telegram No. 10 of the 
23rd instant, 1 addressed the note, copy of which I inclose, to the Grand Vizier, 
stating that llis Majesty’s Government, having carefully considered his Highness’ 
request for a loan and the securities and conditions which he offered, regretted that 
they did not see their way to comply with it in the present circumstances. 

On the 25th instant, the Grand Vizier’s Secretary, Momtaz-cd-Dowleh, c alled 
on me and inquired on bohalf of the Grand Vizier what llis Majesty’s Govern ment 
meant by the words “in the present circumstances.’’ I replied that 1 had given in 
my note the exact words of your communication, which 1 had no instructions to 
interpret more fully. 1 added that if his Highness desired further explanations, 1 
was, of course, ready to lay the matter before you. 

[1618] 2 11 
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The Grand Vizier had, I think, fully counted on obtaining a loan from His 
Majesty’s Government, and their decision will in all probability make his Highness 
more intractable than ever. 

It is the general impression here that unless he can raise money from Russia, h\3 
fall is a matter of weeks. 

X XicLVG &C 

(Signed) ’ EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure in No. 146. 

Mr. E. Urant Duff to the Grand Vizier. 

(Translation.) 

(Confidential.) January 24, 1906. 

AT the end of last November, your Highness asked me to apply to His Majesty ’3 
Government for a loan of 800,000/. to the Persian Government. 

1 at once brought the matter to the notice of His Majesty’s Principal Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs, and have to-day received instructions to inform your 
Highness that Ilis Majesty’s Government have carefully considered your request and 
the securities and conditions which you offer, but that they regret that they do not, 
in the present circumstances, see their way to comply with it. 


[5887] No. 147. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 14.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 29, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith copies of correspondence with the 
Persian Government on the subject ot the attack made by the Kurds on Captain Gough, 
His Majesty’s Consul at Kermanshah, while he was on special duty at Urmiiti November 
1901 

You will see that the Persian Government assert that no attack was made on 
Captain Gough, but that that officer galloped towards the Kurds, who, thinking that 
they were being pursued, fired in self-defence. It does not appear from the copy of 
Captain Gough’s report, which the Mushir-ed-Dowleh forwards, that he did gallop in 
the direction ot the Kurds ; but, even if he had done so, it hardly constitutes a reasonable 
excuse for firing over twenty shots at close range at a British Consular Officer, and I 
pointed this out to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh in my note of the Pith instant. 

Having regard to the fact that over a year has elapsed since the outrage and no 
attempt has been made by the Persian Government to arrest Captain Gough’s assailants, 
l respectfully submit that the reply given by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh to the representations 
made by Sir Arthur llardinge and myself displays a tendency to trifle with His Majesty’s 
Government. 

As the Mushir-ed-Dowleh, whom 1 unofficially urged without result to withdraw the 
inclosed note, shows no desire to give any satisfaction for the treatment accorded to 
Captain Gough, I bad the honour to-day to ask in my telegram No. 28 your instructions 
as to what further action I am to take in the matter. I may add that l am inquiring 
from His Majesty’s Acting Consul-General at Tabrecz, where the Mushir-ed-Dowleh 
obtained his copy of Captain Gough’s report. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


rnclosuve 1 in No. 147. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

January 7, 1906. 

WITH regard to previous correspondence and conversations respecting the alleged 
attack on Captain Gough at tJrmi by the Kurds, I have the honour to state that, 
according to the inquiries made and reports received by the Foreign Office, the Kurds 
did not attack the officer in question. Captain Gough and his escort galloped towards 


the Kurd*, while they were escaping, and the latter fired a few shots as they thought they 
were being pursued. They fired to defend themselves until they could find a shelter. 
The proof of this statement is a letter addressed by Captain Gough to the British 
Consul-General at Tabreez on the 22nd November, 1904. A translation of the said 
letter is herewith inclosed, and I am prepared to send you an English copy, should you 
desire it. The escape of the Kurds cannot be taken for an .attack. According fo the 
letter in question, the Captain galloped towards the hills, but the Kurds did not come 
towards the Captain, who, you will agree with me, ought not to have galloped towards 
them. If he had not done so they would not have fired on him, as they had not formed 
any design of doing so. 


Ineiosure 2 in No. 147. 

Captain Gough to Consul-General Wratislaw. 

(Forwarded to the British Legation by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh.; 

Urmi, November 22, 1904. 

I HAVE telegraphed to you that I was attacked on Saturday last (the 
19th November), and the following are the details, which I have also sent direct to 
Tehran:— 

I was out with two of my escort in uniform, mounted, and armed, and I also had 
a couple of ghulams mounted, but unarmed. At about 4'45 p.m. (quite light) I saw 
four men run across the road, getting their rifles off their shoulders. I must explain 
that it took place about 2 miles away from the town, at the foot of the hills separating 
Urmi from the Dasht Plain, near a village called Dizrah. I thought the men were 
running towards the hills afraid of being attacked by my party, so I kept on, though I 
warned my sowars to get out some ammunition. I then saw four or five more men 
running down the hill towards the first lot and all handling their rifles. So when T saw 
them load, T galloped, and, though we were fired at, we were not touched. The men 
were then, I suppose, about 100 yards off. We got behind a ridge and dismounted, and 
I took one of my sowar’s rifles, and the other sowar and I went to the crest, and we 
were fired at again directly we showed ourselves. So we fired a few shots. The Kurds, 
however, got higher up the hill and began firing at our horses, so we went off to another 
higher ridge and began firing again. The Kurds again got higher up and one or two 
men got round each side, so I saw it was time to be off. It had also become rather 
dark, so we galloped ofl under a few more dropping shots. Their shots came unpleasantly 
close, but we were none of us hit, and [ am afraid none of them were either. Directly 
I got back to this college, I sent a man to Dizrah to find out who these men were. 
He was told that a party of eight Kurds, followers of Tamar Beg, Baghzade, bad beam 
near for two or three days and had robbed from their village. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 147. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

January 13, 1906. 

I HAD the honour to receive your note of the 7th instant, in which you state that 
Captain Gough was not. attacked by the Kurds in November 1904, but that the latter 
fired on him in self-defence because he galloped in their direction. I desire to draw 
your Excellency’s attention to the fact that in Captain Gough’s report, copy of which 
you inclose, he does not state that he galloped towards the Kurds. But even should ho 
have done so, I cannot conceal my astonishment that the Persian Government should 
consider this an adequate reason for the discharge of over twenty shots at a British- 
Consular officer with the obvious intent of killing him. 

As I had the honour to inform your Excellency verbally oh Wednesday last, I 
shall forward a translation of your Excellency’s note to His Majesty’s Government as 
soon as possible, and shall no doubt receive their instructions in due course. 
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No. 148. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey. —( Received February 19.) 

(No. 15.) 

My Lord, Tehran, January 29, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to report that no satisfactory progress has been made by the 
Persian Government towards settling the long outstanding Urmi case. 

In the voluminous correspondence on the subject, copy of which I have the honour 
to inclose, you will see that early in January the Persian Government ordered an 
expedition to proceed against the Kurds, with a view to recapture the accomplices in 
the Labaree murder by force. The Persian Government have now officially informed 
both Mr. Pearson, the United States’ Minister, and myself, in answer to our joint note 
of the 11th December, 190"), that, owing to the frontier dispute with Turkey, it is against 
the interests of Persia to take severe measures against the Kurds, but that special 
officials have been nominated “ to persuade the Kurds, and bring them peaceably to 
Urmi ” Mr. Pearson and I, as 1 had the honour to report in my telegram No. 28 of 
to-day’s date, consider that the excuse given by the Persian Government is a mere 
pretext to delay the settlement of the case, and we think that, in view ot the answer 
received to our note, it would serve no useful purpose to see the Grand Vizier, or apply 
for an audience and lay the matter before the Shah, as we had decided to do. 
Mr. Pearson has therefore referred the whole case to Washington for instructions in his 
despatch of the 19th instant, copy of which is inclosed. In that despatch Mr. Pearson 
draws attention to the fact that the 9th March, the date by which the Persian 
Government undertook to punish the leading accomplices or become liable to pay the 
balance of the indemnity demanded, is near at hand, and inquires what action he i-> to 
take should the Persian Government offer to pay the money in question, or take no 
steps to settle the case. He informed me privately that he does not think the United 
States’ Government will accept the sum referred to, but will take measures to force the 
Persian Government, should it become necessary to do so, to punish the Kurds concerned 
in the murder. 

In the above circumstances, it would seem useless to detain Mr. Wratislaw any 
longer at Urmi. lie reports that his withdrawal will not compromise the safety of the 
Christians living in Azerbaijan, and I propose, with your sanction, to instruct him to 
return to Tabreez. 

Ln Mr. Pearson’s letter to me of the ISth instant, copy of which l have the honour 
to inclose, while thanking Mr. Wratislaw and myself for such assistance as we have 
been able to affinal, he states that he knows that the United Stated Government will 
not he willing to tax the generosity of Ilis Majesty’s Government by asking them to 
keep 1 lis Majest)’s Consul-General at Tabreez indefinitely from his post in order to 
attend a trial which may never take place. 

I have verbally assured Mr. Pearson that I am confident that His Majesty’s 
Government are read) at all times to instruct Mr. Wratislaw to do what he properly can 
to protect American interests in Azerbaijan, but that L agree that his further stay at 
Urmi is useless, and 1 have so reported to you. 

1 am dealing with the attack on Captain Gough in a separate despatch. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN Git ANT DUFF. 


Inclosuro 1. in No. 148. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff' to Consul-General Wratislaw. 

(No. 2.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, January 6, 1906. 

AMERICAN Mission’s message. Your telegram of the 3rd January. 

Iloth Mr. Pearson and myself consider that it would be impossible for you with 
safety and propriety] to undertake to receive, independently of Persian military 
authorities, submission of the Kurds. We will consider question of punishment when 
Kurds have been recaptured. Expedition against the Kurds is, in our opinion, botli 
necessary and salutary, and we have repeatedly requested the Persian Government to 
carry it out. 

American Mission should be informed accordingly. 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 148. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mr. Pearson. 


Sir, Tehran, January 6, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith paraphrase of a telegram which I have 
received from His Majesty’s Consul-General at Urmi with regard to the steps being 
taken to induce the Kurds accused of complicity in the murder of Mr. Labaree to 
come in. 

1 also inclose a message from the American Mission at Urmi, which they have 
requested Mr. Wratislaw to forward to you through His Majesty’s Legation. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. GRANT DUPE. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 148. 

Consul-General Wratislaw to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 3.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Urmi, January 3, 1906. 

THE Governor was to have met the Kurds who recently came to Bender, but before 
he could arrive they began fighting among themselves, and dispersed. 1 was informed 
to-day by the Governor that, as lie had failed to induce the Kurds to come in peaceably, 
he had now called out 1,500 Kurds of other tribes, and Avould proceed to use force. I 
still think it likely that our Kurds will give in at the last moment, though they give out 
that they will offer resistance, and have fortified four ot their villages. 


Inclosuro 4 in No. 148. 

Message from the American Mission at Urmi for his Excellency the Honourable Richmond 
Pearson, transmitted by Consul-General Wratislaw in his telegram of January 3, 

1906. 

WE agree emphatically as to British Consul-General, and therefore desire that he 
be definitely empowered to avail himself of submission which the Kurds, in face of 
military expedition, have shown themselves much more likely to make to a British or 
American Representative than to Persians, whom they entirely mistrust; Wratislaw 
should be assured that his action will have the support of the United States’ Government. 
We believe that prompt and final settlement might thus be made and much bloodshed 
and suffering be avoided. 


Inclosure 5 in No. 148. 

Mr. Pearson to Mr. Root. 

(Telegraphic.) January 8, 1906. 

PERSIAN Government finally has ordered an expedition 1,500 strong to 
recapture Kurd accomplices by force. Kurds have assembled clans behind fortifications 
and await attack. Missionaries at Urmi, after insisting on armed expedition as the only 
course effective, now recoil at prospect of bloodshed, and earnestly request me by wire to 
make terms with the tribe through the British Consul-General independently of Persian 
authorities. I have declined their request. Has this your approval ? 

British Minister and I concur in the belief that force is the only effective measure, 
and that the expedition will have a good effect. Sec my despatch, the 8th July, 1904. 

(The reference is to identic note signed by Sir A. Hardinge and myBelf.) 


2 I 
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Secretary of State has to-day cabled me that my refusal to comply with request of 
missionaries is approved. 

(Initialled) R. P. 

January 9, 1906. 

Inclosure 6 in Ho. 148. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff’ to Mr. Pearson. 

Sir, Tehran, January 18, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith the paraphrase of a telegram received 
to-day from Mr. Wratislaw regarding affairs at Urmi. 

I hear that Sahm-ul-Mulk is to replace the present Governor. Although a change 
of Governor at this juncture is hardly wise, the fact that Sahm-ul-Mulk is a relative of 
Mushir-ed-Dowleh makes it difficult to ask his Excellency to reconsider the matter. 

I have the honour to draw your special attention to the fact that Moharrem is 
approaching, and that the month of mourning will no doubt he made the excuse for 
further delay. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. GRANT DUEE. 


Tnclosurc 7 in No. 148. 

Consul-General Wratislaw to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(Telegraphic.) P. January 16, 1906. 

I AM informed by Governor that he has received confidential message that he 
will he shortly appointed to the Governorship of Ardebil. Can you find out whether 
this is a fact without compromising him ? At present moment it would he most 
impolific to change Governor. 

Caharce case does not progress, and Governor, in consequence of above message, 
appears to have lost his energy. As winter is nearly half over and Moharrem is at hand, 
it is urgent that matter should he pressed at Tehran. 


Inclosure 8 in No. 148. 

Resolution adopted In) the Annual Meeting of the Western Persia Mission of the American 
Presbyterian Board of Foreign Missions. 

WHEREAS since the first information was received of the murder of the 
Rev. 11. W. Labarec up to the present, a period of more than a year and a-half, we 
have been constantly indebted to His Britannic Majesty’s^ Consul-General at Tabreez 
for protection against danger, and for his efforts to secure justice at the hands of the 
Persian Government, often at the cost of great personal inconvenience to himself. 

Resolved that we, the American Presbyterian Mission in session assembled, express 
our heartfelt gratitude to A. C. Wratislaw, C.M.G., His Britannic Majesty’s Consul- 
General at Tabreez, for his untiring help in our sore troubles and in personal sympathy 
in our sorrows, and also to Hildebrand E. Stevens, Esq., Acting HR Britannic Majesty’s 
Consul-General, tor his constant interest in us and his activity in our behalf. 

(Signed) W. A. SHEDD, 

Moderator of Annual Meeting. 

Tabreez, October 10, 1905. 


Inclosure 9 in No. 148. 

Mr. Pearson to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

American Legation, Tehran, January 18, 1906. 

I BEG to hand you herewith a copy of note from the Mushir-ed-Dowleh, from 
which it appears that the indec’sion and procrastination of the Persian Government 
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are without any definite limits, and that the time for the trial of the Kurds cannot even 
be approximated. 

I know that my Government would not he willing to tax your generosity indefinitely 
in asking you to keep Consul-General Wratislaw away from his post and from his family 
in order to attend a trial that may never take place. 

I therefore suggest that you give him such instructions as the interests of your 
Government may require. 

In the name of the American Government 1 thank most sincerely both you and him 
for your generous, ungrudging, and steadfast devotion to the interests of American 
citizens in North-West Persia. 


Inclosure 10 in No. 148. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. Pearson. 

Your Excellency, January 14,1906. 

YOUR message regarding the delay which has occurred in sending a reply to your 
note of the 14th December, 1905, concerning the trial of the Kurds, brought by 
Mr. Tyler, has been communicated to me. 

As Mr. Tyler stated that no response had been made to the note, it is necessary 
that I should inform you that on the receipt of the same it was considered advisable to 
send Hussein Kuli Khan to the Legation to bring to your Excellency’s notice certain 
difficulties which had transpired. 

I desire now again to state that, considering the differences which have occurred on 
the frontier with the Turkish Government, it is for certain reasons not advisable that 
the Persian Government should take any strong measures against the Kurds. 

In view of this fact, special Commissioners on the part of the Government have 
gone into the midst of the Kurds to endeavour to induce them to attend the trial at 
Urmi. At this particular time more than this is not convenient for the Government, 
and the Ministry for Foreign Affairs trusts that the Legation will not lay upon it a duty 
the performance of which is fraught with much difficulty, and accord it a little space 
that, with the means in view, it may speedily and peaceably present them in Urmi to 
take their trial. 

I avail, &c. 

(Sealed) Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 


Inclosure 11 in No. 148. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

January 18, 1906. 

IN reply to your note of the 11th ultimo, which you and the United States’ 
Minister jointly signed, respecting the trial of the Kurds, I have the honour to state 
that, as I have already informed the American Minister in my note of the 14th instant, 
in view of the present differences with the Turkish Government respecting the frontier, 
it is against the interest of the Imperial Government of Persia to take severe measures 
in the matter. Some special officials have therefore been nominated to persuade the 
Kurds and bring them peacefully to Urmi. 

Since no other measure will be convenient to the Government, the Foreign 
Office expects that the British Legation will not make proposals, ihe execution of 
which may he inconvenient to the Persian Government. By the means contemplated 
the Kurds will be brought to Urmi and the inquiries into the matter will be made. 


Inclosure 12 in No. 148. 

Mr. Tyler to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

Dear Mr. Grant Duff, * American Legation, Tehran, January 24, 1906. 

MR. PEARSON has instructed me to send for your information the two inclosed 
copies of papers referring to the Labaree case. 

Yours, &c. 

(Signed) JOHN TYLER. 
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Inclosure 13 in No. 148. 

Report by Mr. Tyler of an Interview with the Mushir-ed-Dowleh on January 17, 
communicated to Mr. Pearson. 


THE Mushir-ed-Dowleh, in reply to your question, “Were the Kurd prisoners 
released with the knowledge or by the authority of the Persian Government ? ” said the 
men were not released with the knowledge or by the authority of the Persian 
Government, and added that when the men were on the way, between Tabreez 
and Urini they asked permission of Mirza Baker Khan, the Commissioner, to go to 
their villages for two or three days to look after their affairs, as they had been 
away for a considerable time, promising that they would then surrender themselves 
at Ur mi. 

(Signed) JOHN TYLER 


American Legation, Tehran, 
January 17, 1006. 


Inclosure 14 in No. 148. 

Mr. Pearson to Mr. Root. 

Sir, American, Legation, Tehran , January 19, 190G. 

THE terms of agreement in the Eabarce case, accepted by the Persian Government 
on the 3rd January, 1905, contained the following provision, to wit:— 

2. “ If the leading accomplices, notoriously identified as participants in the crime, 
and living within the jurisdiction of Persia, shall not have been captured and punished 
according to the measure of their guilt before the 9th March, 190G .... then, and in any 
such event, so much of the indemnity as is hereby remitted—to wit, the sum of 20,000 
dollars—shall immediately become due and payable just as it no reduction had been 
made in the total amount*conceded by the Persian Government, it being the purpose and 
intent of both Governments, in concluding this form of settlement, to prevent as far as 
possible the recurrence of similar crimes.” 

Ily reference to the telegram of the late Secretary Hay, dated the 29th December, 
1904, it will be seen that th'c other conditions set forth by me and demanded as a basis 
of settlement were specifically approved; but as to the payment of this 20,000 dollars, 
conditionally abated, he was significantly silent, and I inferred that he did not intend to 
enforce this penalty. 

In the despatch confirming his telegram he was again silent on the subject. 

In a note which I addressed to the Persian Minister for Foreign Affairs on the 
4th October, 1905, l used the following language, to wit:— 

“ I have been led to believe that the Kurdish tribes in sympathy with the accused 
are willing to pay to the widow of Mr. Labaree the 20,000 dollars which was con¬ 
ditionally abated from the amount of the indemnity, and that the prisoners expect 
release on such terms; hut I now notify your Excellency, in the most emphatic terms, 
that my Government will never assent to even consider such a disposition of this case. 
Gold cannot atone for American blood. Punishment, ‘according to the measure of their 
guilt,’ is the only reparation which my Government will accept, and for this it relies 
upon the strict performance of the pledge above set forth, in which you solemnly bind the 
honour and faith of Persia.” 

The period within which the Persian Government undertook to punish the 
accomplices will expire the 9th March, 190G. 'flic Department is aware that the chiet 
accomplices were captured last February, brought to Tehran, held here for seven 
months, and then remanded to Urmi for trial; they escaped or were liberated on 
the way, and have since defiantly refused to surrender or appear at the trial. The 
probability is that they will not be caught or tried before the 9th March, and, anticipating 
this eventuality, I write now for specific instructions to guide me— 

1. In the event that the Persian Government does nothing. 

2. In the event that they offer 20,000 dollars more for the widow and children of 
Mr. Labaree. 
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I am preparing full transcript of the voluminous correspondence in relation to the 
case ; but in advance of its completion I send now the essential facts, in order that the 
Department may instruct me in the premises before the 9th March. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) RICHMOND PEARSON. 


[5889] 


No. 149. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 16.) 

Tehran, January 30, 1906. 

. 1 HAD the honour to receive your telegram No. 9 of the 10th instant, in 
which you inform me that the Persian Minister in London has complained of the 
harsh and unusual tone of my representations regarding the condition of affairs at 
Shiraz. 

I had the honour, in my telegram No. 12 of the 12th instant, paraphrase of which 
is inclosed,* to reply to the Ala-es-Sultaneh’s observations. I have little to add to that 
telegram, for the great length of which I must apologize. 

My visit to the Grand Vizier was one of the periodical attempts which I make 
to get our claims settled, or at least to get some answer to my various notes. My 
recollection of our conversation, at which Abbas Kuli Khan acted as interpreter, is as 
follows L 

I began by calling attention to the deplorable state of Shiraz, and more especially 
of the Bushire road, where robberies of British goods are frequent, and where our 
Bushire Consular messengers had recently been stopped, beaten, and tied up by 
the feet during a whole night by the road guards who are supposed to protect 
travellers. I warned the Grand Vizier most seriously that British interests in Ears 
were endangered, and that if a period was not put to these constant outrages His 
Majesty’s Government would be compelled to consider the question of supplying 
escorts to caravans carrying British goods. 

His Excellency admitted that the state of Ears gave him “ great pain,” but added 
that everything was being done to put matters on a better footing. His Highness 
has constantly made the same remark during the last few months, and no result 
has followed. 

I again pointed out the undesirability of keeping in office in one of the most 
important provinces of Persia a young Prince who had no experience in adminis¬ 
trative work, and who was at best dependent on the advice of a Vazir who had earned 
the hatred of all parties at Shiraz. The Grand Vizier appeared somewhat to resent 
my referring to the Shua-es-Sultaneh as inexperienced, and I hastened to assure his 
Highness that my remarks applied to the Prince in his capacity of Governor of Pars, 
and that I meant no disrespect to the Shah’s family. I informed his Highness that 
the Legation courier was leaving in two days, and I should he most obliged if he 
could give me, if possible next day, some definite assurance that a reform of the 
Government of Fars would take place at an early date. That I asked for the removal 
of the Shua-es-Sultaneh in twenty-four hours or made use of anything approaching a 
threat in case of non-compliance is simply untrue. His Highness, in reply, said he 
hoped to send me a satisfactory message on the subject in a few days. He has not 
yet done so. I then called his Highness’ attention to the constant delay in answering 
my notes and messages. I said that it was hardly in accordance with courtesy to 
keep llis Majesty’s Legation waiting for weeks for answers to the most simple 
requests, and then to send replies which were often so vague that they were almost 
impossible to understand. His Highness said he would speak to the Mushir-ed- 
Dowleh with regard to the matter, and here the conversation ended, and we parted 
apparently on the best of terms. His Highness sent me a few days later a present of 
game, accompanied by a courteous note, and I subsequently had a friendly interview 
with him. 

It is impossible to be certain, but I have a strong suspicion that the complaint 
made by the Ala-es-Sultaneh had not its origin either in the Mushir-ed-Dowleh or the 
Grand Vizier, but in the Minister of the Court, who is at present all-powerful with 
the Shah, and w h° is the paid agent in Tehran of the Shua-es-Sultaneh. It is 
isgnificant that a similar complaint has recently been made in Paris of the French 

• No. 37. 
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Charg6 d’Affaires, who has been obliged to make strong representations regarding the 

Prince’s malpractices. . . 

As regards the words “incapable, cruel, and tyrannical which 1 used in a 
private letter, dated the 17th November last, to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh, they are no 
doubt somewhat strong expressions, but T respectfully submit that they are accurate. 
As regards the first, I need only refer to the two telegrams already m your possession 
sent bv the whole people of Shiraz to the Heads of Missions here, and to the condition 
of the roads in Pars. As regards the word “ cruel,” a Governor who cuts out men s 
tongues—and innocent men’s tongues—as the Prince has done, may, I, submit, be 
-justly so characterized. Dr. Scott, lately Acting Physician at His Majesty s Legation, 
informs me that when at Shiraz he was constantly called in to treat some wretched 
creature whom the Prince had caused to be mutilated. As far as tyranny is 
concerned, if it is necessary to say anything more, I need only add that the Prince 
arbitrarily raised the rents of the Vckil Bazaar at Shiraz a street corresponding to 
■Regent Street in London—to such a point that hundreds of traders have suffered great 
losses. 

Vs I kept no notes of my conversation with the Grand Vizier, I have shown this 
despatch to Abbas Kuli Khan, who ivas present, and ho states that the account here 
given is substantially accurate. 

T have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT HUPP. 


[5891] No - 15 °- 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey—(Received February 19.) 

(Nm 18.) Tehran, January 30, 1906. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 168 of the 6th ultimo, 1 have the honour to 
forward conies of despatches from His Majesty’s Consul at _ Ispahan and His Majesty s 
Actin'- Vice-Consul at Yczd regarding the recent agitation in the latter city against the 
Church Missionary Society’s school. It would appear that the matter is for the present 
satisfactorily settled, and no further complaints have reached me. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUPP. 


Inclosure i in No. 150. 

Vice-Consul Baggaley to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

Dear Sir Yczd, December 12, 1905. 

\ INCLOSE a note which I have received from Dr. White for your information. 1 
have sent the despatch to which Dr. White infers by to-day’s post through Mr. Preece. 

1 ha\ e also sent by to-day’s post to your address, under separate cover, an issue ot 
a nnnyr, published in' Calcutta, styled “ Jlabl.ul-Mntin,” containing certain articles 
which 1 have marked, and which may interest iou. I am iniormed that this paper has 
a wide circulation in Persia, and generally contains undesirable mattei. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) n. BAGGALEY. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 150. 

Dr. White to Vice-Consul Baggaley. 

Dear Mr. Ba^aley, Yezd > December 8, 1905. 

WI1KN 'you send your despatch to Tehran 1 should be glad, it you think fit, to 
expiess our warmest thanks to the Charge d’Affaires for the most kind and efficient steps 
he took to avert what might have become a very serious outbreak here. 

Yours, &c. 

(Signed) H. WHITE. 


127 


Inclosure 3 in No. 150. 

Mr. Aganoor to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 74.) Ispahan , December 23,1905. 

I HA v E the honour to inclose herewith duplicate copy of a despatch (No. 16 of 
the 12tli instant) from the Vice-Consul at Yezd on the subject of the recent agitatio 11 
against the Church Missionary Society’s school in that town. 


Inclosure 4 in No. 150. 


Vice-Consul Baqqaley to Mr. Aqanoor. 

(No. 16.) yJ y 

WT(Tlrr . Yezd, December 12, 1905 

\\ I IH reference to the telegraphic despatches ending with the one from me, dated 
the 6th instant, to His Britannic Majesty s Charge d’Affaires regarding the agitation 
against the Church Missionary Society’s school at Yezd, I have the honour to report as 
follows:— 


My attention was first drawn to the matter on the 22nd ultimo by my moonshee, 
who handed me the inclosure herewith, marked No. 1, which was copied from the 
original posted on the door of the mnsala on the evening of the 23rd ultimo. I 
mentioned the matter to Dr. White and Mr. Boyland, who represent the Society in 
Yezd, and requested the latter to keep me informed of any difficulties he might be in 
with regard to the school. He promised to do so, and said he had referred the matter 
to the Governor, who was then at Vrdekan, through the Begler Begi, and expected a 
reply the next day. On the 25th ultimo Mr. Boyland came to see me, and stated that, 
although ample time had been given, no reply had been received from the Governor, 
and that he had no idea matters were so bad. As I had been kept well informed from 
various sources of everything that was going on, and realized the gravity of the situation, 
I advised Mr. Boyland to close the school temporarily, and dispatched my telegram to 
His Britannic Majesty’s Chargd d’Affaires, a copy of which was forwarded to you. 

On the 26th ultimo Tlajji Mirza Agha again preached in the musala to a 
congregation of about 1,000, encouraging the boy, who, it transpires, isa bout 18 years old, 
to continue doing whatever mischief he could, and promising him his co-operation and 
support; also stating that he himself would continue preaching against and cursing the 
Firangis until the Moslems were set upon them. Again the next day he preached much 
in the same strain, and further added that the Christians had not come to Yezd to 
benefit the Moslems, but that they had their own purposes to serve ; that the hospital 
was not opened for philanthropic purposes, but that it was only a cloak ; that the 
Christians wanted to Christianize the land, and to ring church bells instead of the 
Mussulman calls to prayer. From this date the preaching would appear to have been 
discontinued, and on the 29th ultimo I was informed that the boy had been 
arrested. 


On the 29th ultimo the Mushir-el-Mamalik came to see me, vide my telegram 
dated the 2nd instant to His Britannic Majesty’s Charg'd d’Affaires, and on the latter 
date I iecei\ed the inclosed letter from him, marked No. 2, but 1 heard nothing more 
from him. 


On the 4th instant 1 visited the Governor, in company with Dr. While and 
Mr. Boyland, at his request. lie informed us that, in compliance with his orders issued 
from Ardekan, the boy had been severely chastised, and affected surprise when we 
informed him that, according to the boy’s own telling, the punishment appeared to 
consist in his being taken to the Governor’s residence, regaled with a good dinner, and 
promptly released. Finally the Governor promised 


3. 1° have the boy seized and expelled from the town. 

2 . To issue a Proclamation warning people not to interfere with the school (copy of 
same, marked No. 3, inclosed). 

3. To obtain a letter from Hajji Mirza Agha, stating that anything he is reported 
to have said against the Europeans or against the school is altogether a mistake, and 
that he does not wish to interfere in any way with either. 


On the 5th instant the Governor wrote to me saying that all three terms had been 
carried out. 

So far I have received no evidence that (1) and (3) have been carried out, but 
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(2) certainly has, one copy having been posted on the musala, which I think is highly 
satisfactory. 

I think the better class of Persians in Tezd is not unfavourably disposed towards 
Europeans, and the lootis are not likely to do anything, unless encouraged by the 
mullahs. The Begler Begi has a firm hold on the former, and can be trusted to perform 
his duties, provided the Governor gives him the necessary orders and support. At the 
&tme 'time Europeans would feel more secure if more soldiers were sent to Yezd. I 
understand there are only about forty here at the present time, a number quite inadequate 
considering the population, which is roughly estimated at 60,000. 

The Governor has requested me to inform His Britannic Majesty’s Charge 
d’Affaires how well he has done for us in this matter, but I cannot conscientiously do 
so; particularly as he kept out of the way until presumably ordered into town by the 
authorities in Tehran, and did not arrive here until the 3rd instant from a place about 
2 farsakhs away, where he had been for several days. Moreover, 1 am informed by 
those most competent to know that he is a very weak Governor, and that had it 
not been for the prompt measures taken by the Central Government, thanks to the 
urgent representations of His Britannic Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires, matters might 
have become very serious. 

I inclose copies of three telegrams which were exchanged direct with the Legation, 
dated the 1st, 2nd, and 6th respectively, for your information. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) H. BAGGALEY. 


Inclosure 5 in No. 150. 

Governor’s Proclamation. 

(Translation.) 

FOR all the people of Yezd it is proclaimed and published, because for some 
days, according to the desire of the honourable Consul and for certain reasons, a 
holiday was given in the school from teaching and instruction. Secondly, according to 
the permission and advice of the most learned mullahs in Yezd, we also give per¬ 
mission that the school be opened and they engage in teaching, and if Mussulman 
children also wish to gain knowledge of the language, with the permission and 
acquiescence of their guardians, and no one has the right to interfere with any of 
them. And if any (which God forbid) bring disgrace upon the honourable clergyman or 
his pupils certainly he shall be severely punished. Farewell. 

Dated this Tuesday of the month of Shaval, 1323. 


Inclosure 6 in No. 150. 

Verses composed by the boy named Feiukli Khan, which were posted on the door of the 

Masala at Yezd. 

(Translation.) 

T1IE heavens are hard upon us with unsteady engagements; they have given to 
every mean fellow kingly pomp. Devilish ideas have stripped men of religion; they 
have sent their children to the house of a Nazarene. Woe unto this religion ! Alas, 
for such a law ! 

O Sahib-uz-Zaman ! look on the people for once, because for learning a language 
they have all become followers of blasphemers. They recite by heart the name of Jesus 
in prayer. O Imam of Land and Sea! put thy feet into the stirrup before the world 
goes to ruin. 

They are all inclined and accustomed to Christian prayers; and yet they have no 
memory of their prayers as prescribed by law. Their bage is a Guebre, and their 
teacher an Armenian; for the sake of their lessons they have wholly given up the 
religion of Ahmed. May the dust be heaped on their heads for their folly ! 

First of all is Ali Asghar, who is the son of the Muin-ut-Tujjar, for during their 
prayers he says, May evil eyes be far from here, this is the place of the Holy Ghost 
and not of pleasure and feasting.” Then out of great ecstasy he laughs with the 
Nazerene, attracting his notice clandestinely. 
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Inclosure 7 in No. 150. 

Mushir-el-Mamalk to Vice-Consul Baggaley. 

(Translation.) September 7, 1905. 

IN reference to the discourse of that certain man, I have now been engaged up to 
now in negotiations and in making terms with him. He asked for a respite until this 
afternoon, in order to carry out the terms agreed upon. I hope to obtain a proper 
result after the afternoon meeting, and to inform you of the same. Let your mind be 
free from anxiety, because I will not grudge am exertions on my part. 


[5892] No. 151. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey .— (Received February 19.) 

(No. 19.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 30, 1906. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 2, Confidential, of the 3rd instant, I have 
the honour to transmit herewith a translation of a note from the Persian Government 
in which they state their reasons for declining to pay the compensation demanded by 
Ilis Majesty’s Government in respect of the outrage on Colonel Douglas and Captain 
Lorimer in the autumn of 1904. 

In my telegram No. 8 of the 10th instant I had the honour to inform you of 
the attitude of the Persian Government with regard to the matter and to express the 
opinion that the time has now come to inforce payment. I added that I thought 
diplomatic pressure would effect nothing. 

From your telegram No. 11 of the 11th instant I gather that the matter is 
engaging the attention of Ilis Majesty’s Government and I await your instructions. 

I have returned no reply to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh’s note of the 6tli instant. 

1 also inclose copy of a despatch from Ilis Majesty’s Consul at Kermanshah 
showing that the sale of the mare and mules, referred to in my despatch No. 2, 
realized 1,915 krans (about 32/.), which has been placed to the credit of Ilis Majesty’s 
Legation at the Imperial Bank of Persia in Tehran. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 151. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

January 6, 1906. 

I HAVE received your note of the 1st instant respecting the compensation 
claimed on account of the attack by the Derckvand Lurs on Colonel Douglas and 
Captain Lorimer. In reply, I have the honour to refer you to the previous corre¬ 
spondence amongst which are copies of Captain Lorimer’s letter addressed to the 
Begler Begi and the letter written after the incident. 

These copies were sent to his Excellency Sir A. Hardinge, and in my note of 
the 16th February, 1905, I drew his Excellency’s attention to the fact that the 
officers in question had been informed by the local authorities of the disturbed 
condition of the road and that the officers in question would he responsible for any 
incident which might occur. The responsibility rests, therefore, with themselves, and 
if you will refer to the previous correspondence you will agree with me that the 
Persian Government has no responsibility in this matter which would necessitate the 
payment of any compensation. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 151. 

Consul Gough to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 5.) 

•Sir, Kermanshah, January 12, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your telegram No. 16 of the 
20 th ultimo and to inform you that the animals were sold for the sum of 2,000 krans 
for the lot. 

[1618] 2 L 
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2. The expenses of keeping the animals for seven days amounted to 45 krans, 
and the hank charges for sending the balance amounted to 40 krans, and the remaining 
sum of 1,915 krans has been sent to your credit at Tehran. 

3. It is probable that I could have got a higher price for the animals, if I had 
waited, hut consideiing the cost of feeding I thought it expedient to sell the animals 
as quickly as I could. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) H. GOUGH, Captain, i, 


[5893] No. 152. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 20.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 30, 1906. 

IN obedience to the instructions contained in your telegram No. 1 of the 1st 
instant, I addressed the note, copy of which I inclose, to the Persian Government 
regarding the apology to he offered to His Majesty’s Consul in Seistan by the local 
authorities on account of the burning of the buildings at Kuhak formerly occupied by 
the Seistan Frontier Delimitation Commission. 

Captain Macpherson reported to me on the 6th instant that the Deputy Governor, 
accompanied by the Yamin-i-Nizam, had called on him in uniform and tendered a 
suitable apology, which he accepted. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUPE. 


Inclosure in No. 152. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

WITH regard to previous correspondence on the subject of the burning of the 
Kuhak buildings, I have the honour to inform you that I have received a telegram 
from His Majesty's Government instructing me to notify the Persian Government 
that they have learnt with surprise that the apology promised by the Persian Minister 
on the 7th ultimo has not been made. [ am to say that, unless within the next few 
days the Deputy Governor of Seistan and the official actually guilty of burning the 
buildings call in uniform on llis Majesty’s Consul and tender a sufficient apology, the 
reparation olfered by tin* Persian Government will not be accepted as a satisfactory 
settlement, and the whole question will have to be reopened. 

I have the honour to state that I have instructed llis Majesty’s Consul in Seistan 
in the above sense. 

Tehran, January 2, 1906. 


[5894] No. 153. 

Mr. Fj. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 21.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 30, 1906. 

1 HAVE the honour to transmit herewith two despatches from His Majesty’s 
Consul at Shiraz, reporting on the position of affairs in that town, and generally 
in Ears. 

The Persian Government, after disregarding for several months the petitions and 
telegrams sent by all classes of the community in Shiraz, at length seeing that things 
were becoming very serious, dispatched the Vazir-i-Makhsus to inquire into the grievances 
of the people. That otlicial arrived in Shiraz on the 26th instant, and has had an 
interview of a cordial character with llis Majesty’s Consid. it remains to be seen 
whether or not his efforts will he attended with satisfactory results. The whole matter 
depends on whether the Persian Government decide to dismiss the present Governor 
and his Vazir, or whether they will try to force his Highness on the people. The position 
of affairs is now so threatening that 1 can hardly believe that the Grand Vizier will face 


l 


131 


SSi":;*" 1 "" 1 *“ -4 ‘he Shua-e, 

oont f s 1 re Pf ted telegram No. ISO of the 24th ultimo, the Mushir-ed-Dowleh 
sent ins son to me with a message to the effect that on his arrival at Shiraz the Vazir 
Makhsus would assume the control of affairs, and that the present Governor-General 
would not return. I can only hope that it may he so, and as I had the honour to inform 
you m my telegram No 29 of the 29th January, the Vazir Makhsus has promised to give 
the people of Shiraz a definite answer on the 3rd February next. h 

I would call your special attention to the complaint made to Mr. Grahame by the 
local representatives of British firms, who are naturally in despair at the loss of business 
nn°nlI i f° Ut si } ua,t '°. n at v,,i f az * Merchants at Ispahan and Bushire have been 

nf t!, v for "f rd £' ood f ovvln S t( ] . the prevailing- insecurity, and the list of robberies 
ot Bntish merchandize, transmitted m my despatch No. 284 of the 31st December 1905 

lh,t JEwf ail p^ qUC S t C ? mmenta U on the Persian Minister’s reassuring statement 
that the state of Fars has been exaggerated, ft must be clearly understood that the 
ist in question is confined to British goods stolen, and represents but a tithe of the 
robberies actually committed The other southern roads are equally infested with 
hngands, and I have already had the honour to report on the Bakhtiari Road robberies 
the responsibility tor which also rests with the Governor-General of Fars 

In the above circumstances I respectfully submit that I should have o- ross i v 
neglected my duty had I not repeatedly impressed on the Persian Government the 
necessity of properly safeguarding British interests. 

I have not yet received from Mr. Grahame a full report on the outrage on the 
STthe next bt^ BUhhire C ° ,,SuIatC GeneraL 1 ho P e to have the honour of sending it 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 153. 

Consul Grahame to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 
fNo. 129 m.) u 

T\r re Shiraz, December 23, 1905. 

IN amplification of my two telegram^ Nos. 102 and 104, Secret, I have the honour 
to inclose a Memorandum on the situation in Fars. 

r have dispatched a copy of this by the Residency Casid to-day to Bushire. 

I ou will note that the situation tends to become acute. The leaders of the 
movement appear to be acting sensibly, but it is possible that they may not be able to 
maintain control over the malcontents. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GEORGE GRAHAME. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 153. 

Memorandum ou the Situation in Fars. 

THE agitation against the Governor-General of Fars and his Vazir has now entered 
on a second phase. On the lbtli December a telegram from Kazeroun to the Postmaster 
fehiraz announced troubles there. 

On the 19th December the signaller of the EE.T. Department at that station 
leported disturbances broken out that morning—one party for and one against the local 
authorities. Cause supposed over taxation on opium; others satisfied [sicl Some 
amage done m the bazar; shops hastily closed. Current talk that disturbances put up 
by Khajeh, former Kalantar here. 1 1 

On the 20th December Prince Moayyid-us-Saltaneh (Head of Persian Tele-raph 
Department) communicated to the Shiraz Ulema a telegram from Tehran (apparently 
kept back till then) to the effect that the Salar-i-Assad was about to start as special 
maamour to examine grievances and to uphold the authority of the Prince Governor- 
General. 

Apparently, on or about the same date, a “ khalaat ” from the Shah reached Shiraz 
ior tbe bardar. 

The clergy and people, who up till then had hoped, or affected to hope, that the 
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Commissioner promised for examination of grievances would in reality be sent to 
supersede the Sardar were greatly incensed, and proceeded en masse to the Shah Chiragh 
Mosque, letting off guns en route. Perusal of telegrams which have passed between the 
Prince and some of his partisans shows that the people ot Fars are fully justified in 
looking on the appointment of the present Commissioner as a mere mummery. 

The Sardar-i-Akram from the outset of this agitation had pressed the Persian 
Government to send the Vazir-i-Durbar. 

On the 11th December Mukarram-ud-Dowleh, the confidential agent in Tehran of 
the Prince, telegraphed to the Sardar to the following effect:— 

“ I have had great difficulty in getting the maamour changed. I have promised 
Abdullah (apparently the Ain-ud-Dowieh) 5,000 tomans, and chosen Salar-i-Assad, who 

is as good as the Vazir-i-Durbar. Send money at once.” 

% 

On the 19th December the Prince from Paris telegraphed to the Sardar-i- 
Akram:— 

“ Salar-i-Assad bon choix. Altesse prot^gera.” 


On the 21st December Salar-us-Sultan sent a verbal message to Mr. Grahame 
through the Consulate Moonshi to say that he had resigned the office of Begler Begi, 
as it was out of his power to restrain the people any longer. 

On the same dale M. \eneziani informed Mr. Grahame that efforts were being 
made to force the two Rabbins of the Jewish community to join the malcontents, and 
requested advice. He was advised that the Rabbins and all the Jews keep entirely 
aloof from the movement, if necessary, feigning illness. The Rabbins have taken refuge 
ffi M. Veneziani’s house. 

At a small dinner-party on that evening, Mirza Reza Khan, His Imperial Highness’ 
Chef de Chancolleric, of his own accord introduced rather mal a pro/ios the subject of 
the recrudescence of the agitation against the Prince, who be said had no desire to 
impose fresh burdens on the people, and was ready to make compensation for any illegal 
exactions. Two or three of the guests tall Persians) cited cases ot glaring extortions 
committed by the Prince’s officials, and Mi. Grahame cited the exaction ot the “ rahdari ” 
as a proof of the absolute disregard of His Imperial Highness for the rights even of 
powerful Governments. 

There was a good deal of firing of guns between midnight and 2 a.m., apparently 
only for the sake of emphasizing the presence of the malcontents in the Shah Chiragh 
Most) ue 

On the 23rd December Mirza Reza Khan sent a note urgently requesting 
Mr. Grahame to receive him. Ilis visit had for object an attempt to reconcile the 
Consulate and the Sardar-i-Akram. Mr. Grahame pointed out that after the official 
communication made by His Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires to the Mushir ed-Dowieh, 
demanding an official apology, lie must confine himself to a idle d’attente, hut he would 
not fail to report to the Charge d’Affaires the wish expressed by Mirza Reza Khan that 
the coolness might he set'led a l'amiable. 

Mirza Reza Khan represented that this coolness w'as publicly known, and caused 
great prejudice to the Sardar in his present difficulties. Ilis Imperial Highness would 
be eternally grateful if a reconciliation could be privately effected. 

On the same date llaji Abdul Rahman, head of the Kars Trading Company, sent a 
private message to Mr. Grahame asking for advice, and stating that many of the mal¬ 
contents wished to telegraph to Bushire to M. Passek (who it is rumoured is about to 
return to Shiraz), invoking his assistance. Others wished to telegraph to His Majesty ( 
the King. 

Mr. Grahame said that, speaking privately and confidentially, fie thought the people 
would he better advised if, after exhausting all Persian channels, they dispatched an 
identical telegram to all the foreign Representatives in Tehran. (Apparently up to the 
23rd instant this hint had not been acted on.) 

Two telegrams under this date from Qawam-ul-Mulk, and one Irom the Mushir-ed- 
Dowleh, were addressed to Salar-us-Sultan, stating that the Shah is very angry that, in 
spite of his promise to examine grievances, this agitation still continues, and exhorted 
him to use his utmost endeavours to get the Ulema and people to disperse. 

• On the 23id December it appears that the above telegrams were sent by the Salar 
to the Slmli Chiragh Mosque, hut the reply was that if he offered them any more advice 
of that nature they would cut him to pieces. 

The Consulate Moonshi brought a verbal message to Mr. Grahame from Mirza 
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Makirn, requesting him to come himself and see what sort of men were assembled in the 
Shah Chiragh Mosque, and to inform Tehran. 

The M oonshi had replied that he was forbidden by the Consul to carry verbal 
messages, and the Consul only took note of written requests. 

Telegram received 2 p.m. from Kazeran reports place in same condition ; occasional 
shots fired in the direction of Governor’s place and bazaars, apparently by the men of 
Khajeh Abdullah, brother of the dismissed Kalantar, Khajeh Ibrahim. 

It is reported that Agha Nejifi, in Ispahan, has sent a reproachful telegram to the 
Shah, upbraiding him for the misgovernment of Pars, and one of sympathy to the 
Shiraz malcontents, exhorting them to adhere to pacific means only. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 153. 

Consul Grahame to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 1 m. Secret.) 

Sir, Shiraz, January 3, 1906. 

WITH reference to correspondence ending with my telegram No. 106 on the 
situation in Fars, I have the honour to inform you that matters do not appear to have 
changed much in the last week. 

On the 1st January there w'ere some symptoms of the agitation tending to subside. 
In the early morning of that day two Seyyids presented themselves here from Mirza 
Ibrahim M ujtehid, urgently demanding to see me. 

I was at that time in bed by the doctor’s orders, and was glad to avail myself of 
this excuse for not receiving them, but later in the day one of the leading Persian 
merchants called on me on a matter of business and took care to let me know that he 
had been charged by Mirza Ibrahim and by his own fellow-merchants to inform me that 
it had been resolved to prohibit the firing, which had greatly increased recently, and to 
devote the interval between that date and the arrival of the Vazir-i-Makhsus, who is 
expected to reach Shiraz about the 6th instant, to preparing detailed accounts of the 
extortions practised in Kars. 

That evening there was a marked diminution in the firing, and yesterday morning a 
few shops Avere, 1 believe, opened. 

I tear, however, that this can only be looked upon as a lull in the storm. I am 
informed that yesterday afternoon the town was again very noisy. 

The Mujtehids affect to be deeply aggrieved that, in a matter in which they have 
certified to the facts, the Central Government should appoint any one for furthei 
investigation. It is difficult to keep abreast of the stream of lengthy telegrams recently 
dispatched. 

Amongst them I note one from the inhabitants of Nciriz, the increase of the 
taxation of which place from 21,000 tomans to 45,000 tomans within the last five years 
1 have already brought under your notice; another from Kazeroun, regarding taxation 
on opium. 

Mirza Reza Khan continues to complain bitterly to the Prince in Paris of the 
weakness and procrastination of Tehran. All business is, of course, at an absolute 
standstill. 1 understand that the local Manager of the Imperial Bank lias already 
informed the Chief Manager in Tehran of the forced inactivity of the bank here. 

Messrs. Ziegler have formally complained to me in writing, on their own behalf and 
on that ol their clients, ot the detriment to trade caused by the present circumstances. 
Messrs. Coddington and Lamb’s representative follows suit verbally. As a sample of 
the absolute absence of any kind of law or order, 1 may mention that I received this 
morning from the Bank Manager a complaint that last night about 7 p.m. a soldier, 
hearer of a telegram tor the Imperial Bank from the town telegraph office, arrived at 
Bagli-i-Non (the garden residence of the British stuff, about a mile outside the town), 
with the telegram torn open, complaining of having been assaulted and robbed on the 
way. Mr. Brown asks me “ to make arrangements to insure the safety of the road 
leading to that garden.” 

1 have still to examine the complaint of this soldier, who is now awaiting 
interrogation here. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GEORGE GRAHAME. 


[I61bJ 
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[5895] 


No. 154. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—{Received February 19.) 

(No. 22.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 31, 1906. 

WITH reference to your telegram No. 4 of the 1st instant, and previous corre¬ 
spondence, I have the honour to transmit herewith copies of notes which have passed 
between the Mushir-ed-Dowleh and myself on the subject of the action of the Yazir of 
Fars in causing to be beaten a muleteer who had been sent by His Majesty’s Consul to 
the Karguzari to give evidence in a case of robbery of British-owned goods on the 
Bushire road. 

I think the Sardar-i-Akram’s action inexcusable, and as the maintenance of the 
principle of the immunity of witnesses sent by our Consular officer to the local 
authorities is most important, 1 earnestly hope you will see your way to insist on a proper 
apology being offered to Mr. Grahame. 

From your telegram No. 13 of the 11th instant I understand that you are 
discussing the matter with the Persian Minister in London, and await your further 
instructions before replying to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh’s note of the 11th instant. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 154. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

December 31, 1905. 

1 HAY E received your note of the 23rd instant stating that the Tufang-chios 
on the Bushire-Shiraz road have beaten two messengers carrying Consular bags. 0 1 have 
made inquiries by telegraph on the subject and will communicate to you any answer 
which l may receive. 

With regard to the punishment of the muleteer whom you state had been sent by 
the British Consul, it does not appear from reports received that the man had been sent 
by the Consul direct to the Sardar-i-Akram, but that he was sent by the Foreign Office 
agent. 1 will make inquiries, and if it is proved that the man was sent direct by 
Mr. Grahame to the Sardar, and that the Nirdar punished him at once, I will censure 
the Sardar, because courtesy to the Consulate is necessary, but he cannot be forced to 
apologize to the Consul for having justly punished a Persian subject who was in the 
wrong. 

With regard to the disorder in Fars, the necessary steps have been taken, and, as 
you are aware, the Vazir Makhsus, who is one of the high officials of the Persian 
Government, has left for that province with efficient instructions for the restoration of 
order, and be will soon arrive at his destination for the perfect readininistration of 
the place. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 154. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Doioleh. 

Tehran, January 2, 1906. 

WITH reference to your Excellency’s note of the 31st ultimo, stating that the 
Persian Government declined to order the Deputy Governor of Shiraz, Sardar-i-Akram, 
to tender an apology to His Majesty’s Consul at that town for his action in causing to be 
beaten a muleteer sent to the Karguzari to give evidence in a case of robbery of British- 
owned goods. I have the honour to inform you that I duly drew the attention of His 
Majesty’s Government to the matter. I have repeatedly, as your Excellency is well 
aware, brought to your notice the marked disregard of British interests shown by the 
Shua-es-Sultaneh and by the Sardar-i-Akram during the last year, and I can hardly 
believe that the Persian Government has carefully considered the exact bearings of the 
present case. The muleteer was sent by the Consulate of a friendly foreign Power to 
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give evidence in a matter in which that Power was directly interested. Without 
reference to the Consulate he was seized and beaten by the order of the chief civil 
authority of the province. Your Excellency’s argument that he was not sent direct to 
the Governor is surely irrelevant. The channel of communication of His Majesty’s 
Consulate with the local authorities is the Karguzari, and thither he was duly sent. He 
was then beaten by order of the Deputy Governor, who is therefore directly responsible 
for an act gravely affecting the respect due to His Majesty’s Consul. If the Shiraz 
authorities considered the muleteer guilty of any offence against the law it was their 
duty, after taking his evidence in the case affecting British interests, to have so apprised 
Mr. Grahame, with a request for the man’s attendance at the Karguzari. 

I am now instructed by His Majesty’s Government formally to demand that the 
Sardar-i-Akram proceed to His Majesty’s Consulate and there offer a proper and 
sufficient apology for his disrespectful behavour. 

As this matter has already been long delayed I request your Excellency to furnish 
me at an early date with the reply of the Persian Government, which I will at once 
communicate by telegram to His Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 154. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

January 11. 1906. 

IN continuation of my reply dated the 14th ultimo, respecting the punishment of 
the muleteer, and the complaints made by the British Consul at Shiraz, I have the 
honour to state that in reply to my telegram the Sardar-i-Akram has telegraphed 
stating that the muleteer was not sent to him by the Consul, and when the muleteer 
came to him he stated that, while asleep about three stages from the town, two bales of 
goods belonging to foreign merchants were robbed from him. The muleteer reported 
the robbery to the Sardar thirty days alter the occurrence. For the above reasons the 
Sardar punished the muleteer in order to be a lesson to others, and not to cause damage 
to other people’s goods. 

If on this occasion the muleteer had not been punished would not other muleteers 
be encouraged to make difficulties in the future ? In order to prevent defalcation and 
assist the Consulate in the matter the Governor has been obliged to punish the man. 
Instead of making complaints the Consul should be grateful for the steps taken by the 
authorities. 


[5896] No. 155. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 23. Confidential.) 

Bir, Tehran, January 30, 1906. 

AS l had the honour to report in my telegram No. 21 of the 14th instant, the 
mollahs who had been for some time in “bast” at Shah Abdul Azim, a shrine 6 miles 
away, returned on the 13th January to Tehran. The principal Mujtehid, Agha Seyyid 
Abdullah, occupied one of the Shah’s carriages drawn by six horses; several of the 
other important mollahs were also conveyed in Court carriages. The minor ulema and 
religious students travelled in eighty eanuages hired for the purpose by the Government, 
while Persia’s only railway ran special trains for the large number of hangers-on and 
followers of the great Mujtehids. 

The following concessions have been made to the demands of the mollahs :— 

1 . A Representative Assembly, the composition of which is being discussed, will be 
established, not only in Tehran, but in all the principal towns of Persia. Both the Grand 
Vizier and the Mushir-ed-Dowleh are very reticent regarding these Assemblies, but 
they admit that the formation of such bodies is being considered. From other fairly 
reliable sources 1 hear that they will be composed of Government officials, mollahs, and 
merchants. Should this statement be accurate it is hardly necessary to say that the 
mollahs will have the prevailing voice. 

2 . Twelve and a-half per cent, was formerly subtracted from the salaries of all 
officials, and 5 per cent, of this has now been remitted. 
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3. The Government undertake to return to the ulema of Tehramthe endowment of 
a certain college here which was recently confiscated. 

4 . Certain changes are to he made in the Customs Administration. It is not yet 
quite clear what these are to be, but it is certain that the number of Armenians employed 
in responsible positions will be much reduced, it their services are not altogether 
dispensed with. 

6 . The Ala-ed-Dowleh, Governor of Tehran, has been forced to resign. His 
Excellency recently incurred the displeasure of the ulema for beating some grocers who 
declined to lower the price of sugar (see my telegram Ho. 173 of the 13th ultimo). 
It will be remembered that the Ala-ed-Dowleh was the Persian official selected to 
receive Lord Curam at Bushire in 1903. He is a Kajar, and one of the few relatively 
capable Persian officials I have met. His retirement is a significant sign of the power 
of the mollahs and the weakness of the Persian Government. He has been succeeded 
by the Nayer-ed-Dowleh, also a Kajar Prince, and formerly Governor-General of 
Khorassan. 

0. The Zafir-es-Saltaneh to be dismissed from the Governor-Generalship of Kerman 
for beating a turbulent inollah. 

The dismissal of M. Naus, which was also demanded, has, it is stated, not been 
granted by the Shah. 

It remains to be seen how far the Persian Government will carry out the promises 
made to the mollahs, especially as regards the Assemblies. The attitude of the clergy 
is at present one of expectancy, but there is every sign that they mean business, and, 
like all classes here, are heartily sick of the utter ineptitude of the Shah and his 
courtiers. It is also certain that the mollahs are secretly supported by many of the 
more respectable Persian officials of high rank. 

'I'lie town is at present quiet, but there is considerable latent excitement, which the 
month of Moharram and the desperate financial position may call into life. 

T wish again to make it quite clear that l do not think there is any general bad 
feeling against Europeans in Persia. Against the Armenians there certainly is hostility, 
and the Mussulman refugees from the Caucasus, who have arrived in great numbers at 
Tabreez and Resht with Ihe wildest stories of their sufferings, have for some months 
been threatening reprisals. The excitement reported to exist at Tabrcez will, no doubt, 
tend to subside if order is restored in Russia, but I should never be surprised to hear of 
an Armenian massacre in that town. 

One circumstance has lately struck me as significant. The Valiahd and the 
Governor-General of Khorassan have each more than once endeavoured to obtain news 
from me as to the state of Tehran. I have instructed His Majesty’s Consuls-General to 
return very cautious answers. 

There is no doubt that all over Persia there is a feeling of unrest, while in Pars, 
Luristan, and Kurdistan (here is a state of almost open rebellion. This, combined with 
a financial state bordering on bankruptcy, makes it not improbable that Persia is on the 
eve of a change ; but what form this will take, and when exactly the end of the present 
form of government will occur, it is at present impossible to say. 

1 have, &c. 

(Signedj EVELYN GRANT DUPE. 


[5897] No. 15G. 

Mr. E. (1 rant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 24) 

Sir, Tehran , January 31, 190f>. 

WITH reference to my immediately preceding despatch on the subject of certain 
concessions forced on the Persian Government by the Ulema of Tehran, 1 have tile 
honour to transmit herewith a summary, drawn up by Abbas Kuli lvhan, of the Petition 
sent to the Shah from Shall Abdul Azim by the Mollahs of Tehran. 

'flic Petition was received by the Shah, but it remains to be seen whether the 
reforms demanded will be introduced. It is a remarkably eloquent and sensible 
document, and it is to be hoped it will bear fruit. As it is very lengthy, I have 
thought it sufficient to send you the substance, and not a full translation. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUEF. 


Inclosure in No. 156. 

Summary of Petition sent to the Shah by the Mollahs of Tehran, from Shah Abdul Azim. 

DURING the recent riot at Tehran, the clergy who were at Shah Abdul Azim, 
6 miles from the capital, submitted a Petition to the Shah. They refer in that Petition 
to the loyalty of their ancestors to the Sefavi Sovereigns of Persia and Nadir Shah, 
and the conquests made under the latter. They say that, although during the last 
century they have been subject to all sorts of cruelties and oppression, they have still 
the same respect for the Shah as their ancestors had for the former Kings, and that 
they have not risen like other nations against their Sovereign to put an end to their 
sufferings, but they are obliged, as they cannot bear the cruelties any longer, to lay their 
grievances before His Majesty. They state:— 

“Your Majesty! Have mercy on us! We are your subjects. We have been 
suffering for a whole century from all sorts of cruelties and oppression. Our lives, 
property, and rights are unprotected. Our country is in a state of anarchy. Our 
property is plundered and we ourselves are enslaved by tyrants who mutilate any of us 
they please, and charge taxes a thousand times more than what is due. By means of 
the wealth thus accumulated they conspire with your Majesty’s entourage and prevent 
our Petitions from reaching the Throne, and when we insist they call us rebels, and 
instead of obtaining justice we are punished. 

“ Mot only are we treated worse than beasts in other countries, but all our national 
rights have been sold to foreigners, and we have to bear the burden of a large loan 
with high interest, while not a penny of the money thus borrowed has been spent on 
the country, the inhabitants of which are obliged to emigrate to other countries on 
account of poverty, which is the result of oppression. The financial and military 
position of the country is in such a bad state that in case of an attack by a foreign 
Power it will be impossible for the Persians to defend their country, and therefore it is 
the duty of them to remedy the evil by introducing the following system :— 

“Article 1. All men shall be equal in the eyes of the law. 

“Art. 2. The law should be based on the Mohammedan law with modifications and 
alterations so as to suit the requirements ot the time. The law should be in Persian 
and drawn up by a Legislative Body. 

“ Art. 3. The law should be called after the Shah’s name, the ‘Muzafferin Law.’ 

“ Art. 4. Any Persian who refuses to accept it should be punished with death. 

“ Arts. 5 and G. The Legislative Body should be elected by the people and the 
laws enacted by a majority. 

“Art. 7. All members of the Legislative Body should receive fixed and moderate 
salaries. 

“ Art. 8. The object of the Council in question will be to protect the rights, lives, 
property, and honour of the people. 

“ Art. 9 refers to freedom of speech in the Council, but any person who should say 
anything against the Shah’s person should be punished with death. 

“ Art. 10. No person shall have superior rank unless it be so ordained by the 
Council. 

“Art. 11. Everybody will be free, as long as his action does not interfere with 
other people. 

“ Art. 12. The Council shall prevent such deeds as would be injurious to the 
people. 

“Art. 13. All men should be allowed to give their opinions before thdfclouneil. 

“Art. 14. The proceedings of the Council should be published in a special 
journal. 

“ Art. 15. All men shall have the right of being raised to any office in return for 
the services rendered by them to the State, but it should be in proportion to the services 
rendered. 

“ Art. 1G. No man should be punished without trial. 

“Art. 17. All punishments must be inserted in a code of law. 

“ Art. 18. No Government official shall attempt to protect any guilty person or 
any man charged with any offence against the law. 

“ Art. 19. No man shall be punished for expressing his thoughts and beliefs, miles-, 
they be contrary to the law. 
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“ Art. 20. Speech and the press shall he free, unless anyone attempts to say or 
publish anything against the law. 

“ Arts. 21 and 22. Taxes are to be paid equally by every man, but must not be 
levied by force or in excess. 

“ Art. 23. The budget shall be open to the public for examination. 

“ Art. 21-. The army must be reorganized.” 

At the end of the Petition the clergy refer to the deplovable condition of the 
finances of the country, and they state that the Shah’s entourage have squandered the 
ancient treasures of Persia and robbed the State of all the jewels and precious articles 
brought from Tndia by the Persians in the days of their glory, and all the money of the 
loans raised in foreign countries has been spent by the Shah in Europe during His 
Majesty’s visits to that continent without modern civilization being introduced by him 
into his country. The clergy further states that the public will no longer bear the 
oppression of the authorities, and will be obliged to change the present Government, 
and therefore it is better that it should be done by the Shah himself, in order that he 
may leave an eternal name to his posterity. 


[ 5898 ] No. 157. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 25.) 

Sir, Tehran, January 31, 1906. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 3 of the 3rd instant, T have the honour to 
inclose a translation of a note from the Persian Government relative to the alleged 
encroachment by the Ottoman troops at Vazneh and in Lahijan. 

In his note, Mushir-ed-Dowleh states that the Persian Government expect Great 
Britain to assist them in restoring these districts to their former condition, in order that 
a joint inquiry may be held. 

I have returned no answer to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh’s note, but 1 verbally informed 
his Excellency that ! would send if to you by the first opportunity. At a recent 
interview with the Grand Vizier, his Highness spoke to me about the frontier dispute 
and expressed rather bellicose intentions should the Turkish Government decline to 
withdraw their troops. 1 informed his Highness that the frontier question was one that 
only concerned me in so far as the Persian Government had asked for the assistance of 
His Majesty’s Government to settle the dispute, but that, speaking as a friend and quite 
unofficially, 1 strongly recommended him to consider the consequences of any attempt 
to drive out the Turkish troops. His Highness replied that Persian soldiers had in past 
times shown that they could dcleat Turkish armies. To this I answered that I did not 
wish to make any reflection on the bravery of the Persian soldier, hut that I doubted 
the wisdom of an appeal to arms, especially in a matter which, I thought, could be settled 
in a peaceable manner. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure in No. 157. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(Translation.) January 23, 1906. 

1 HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your note of the 28th ultimo, 
respecting the concurrence of Sir E. Grey in the opinion expressed by Sir N. O’Conor, 
the British Ambassador in Constantinople, that the Persian Government should accept a 
Joint Commission and an inquiry into the matter before the withdrawal of the Turkish 
troops from the district of Lahijan and Vazneh, the proofs of the ownership of which by 
the Persian Government have been impressed on you both verbally and in writing. 

In reply, 1 have to state that, in view of the long possession by Persia of the 
district in question, and of the note addressed by the British and Russian Commissioners 
to Dervish Pasha, the Turkish Commissioner, on the 21st July, 1854, preventing him from 
summoning the Vali of Ravaudum to the district above mentioned, and the express 
admission by them of its being in Persian possession, the Persian Government, apart 
from the friendship existing between our two respective Governments, did not think it 


probable that the British Government would consider the proposal made by the Turks a 
reasonable one. 

As it does not appear that a joint inquiry would lead to a satisfactory result while 
the '1’urks are engaged in encroaching on the district, the Persian Government expects 
that of Great Britain to assist her, in accordance with the obligations of that Govern¬ 
ment as Arbitrator in the frontier disputes between Persia and Turkey, in restoring the 
district to its former condition by its return to Persia, in order that the joint inquiry 
may he properly made and no injustice done. 


[ 5901 ] No. 158. 

Mr. E. Grant Duf to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 28.) 

Sir, ^ Tehran, February ], 1906. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 25 of the 3lst ultimo, I have the honour 
to transmit herewith a copy of a report which has been addressed to me by Lieutenant- 
Colonel Douglas, Military Attache to this Legation, estimating the number of troops 
that Persia could place on the frontier in the event of an outbreak of hostilities with 
Turkey. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure in No. 158. 

Lieutenant-Colonel Douglas to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 8.) 

Sir, Tehran , January 31, 1906. 

IN his despatch No. 68 of the 14th December, 1905, the Military Attachd to His 
Majesty’s Embassy at Constantinople has given the number of Turkish troops available 
in case of a collision on the Turco-Persian frontier. I have now the honour to submit 
the following estimate of the number of Persian troops which could be opposed to 
them. 

According to the official redistribution of commands which was made last year, 
the numbers available should bo as follows :— 


1 


Infantry. 

Cavalry. 


battalions. 

Strength. 

Squadrons. 

Strength. 

1. At Khoi,Urmi, and other places on the Turkish 





_ 

frontier— 






Mahd Sadik Khan’s Command.. 

6 


5,333 

5 

',■'1 

2. In other parts of Azerbaijan— 





ZalTer-ed-Uauleh’s Command .. 

5 


3,943 

7 

1,131 

574 

Amir Ni/ain’s Command 

10 


9,512 

4 

d. In Kurdistan and Khainseh— 





Ala-ed-Dauleh’s Command 

f) 


4,218 

4 

1,2G1 

417 

4. In Kcrmanshali, Ilamadan, and neighbourhood— 
Ilissam-ul-Mulk’s Command .. 

(i 


4,849 

5 

A. In Luristan and Arabistan— 



Zaffer-es-Sultaneh’s Command .. 

f, 


4,733 

8 

'.185 

Total .. . 

38 


32,588 

33 

4.949 
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under ordinary circumstances, but it is safe to assume that not more than hall the 
abovo number arc actually under arms, and in case ol battalions being called out, 
the ranks would be filled up with a collection of men of all ages, impressed from the 
villages and absolutely without training of any sort. The cavalry are found by 
the tribe*, and could be called out in case of necessity. 

As regards artillery, each of the above commands has on its strength a few 
hundred artillervmen, but tin' total number of guns in the Western Provinces dot's not, 
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I believe, exceed thirty, old Uchatius guns of calibre varying from 7 centim. to 
9 centim. 

The antiquated weapons with which the infantry are armed are quite useless 
against modern rifles; their supply of ammunition is probably limited to a few rounds 
per man; they have no staff, no training, no arrangements for transport or supply, or 
for any of the numerous departments required by an army in the field, and no money 
to supply any of these things. 

It is therefore evident that Persia is not in a position to offer any opposition 
worthy of the name to the well-equipped body of troops which Turkey could place on 
the frontier and that any attempt at resistance must end in disaster. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) J. A. DOUGLAS, Lieutenant-Colonel, 
Military Attache. 


[ 5902 ] No. 159. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 29.) 

Sir, Tehran, February 1, 1906. 

I IIA VIS the honour to inclose copy of a despatch from the Government of India, 
received by me in November 1905, regarding the British post-offices in the Persian 
Gulf. 

As 1 reported in my telegram No. 17, Lord Lansdownc’s despatch No. 85 of the 
17th .Tune, 1905, was, by Sir A. Hardingc’s instructions, handed by me in original 
to M. Naus in July 1905, and since then, in spite of many applications, I have been 
unable to get a definite reply from the Customs Department. Before leaving here in 
October 1905, 11. Naus verbally informed me that he had been so heavily engaged 
that he had had no time seriously to study the question, but he said that, personally, he 
saw no objection to an agreement regarding the parcel post on the lines proposed by 
Lord Lansdowne. lie added that he would discuss the matter fully with me on his 
return to Tehran in January. 

1 wailed before sending you the inclosed despatch till T could receive a definite 
answer, but M. Naus shows no sign of returning to Persia. The Administrator of 
Customs has now telegraphed to his Excellency, and has promised me an answer in a 
few days. 

On the 19th January I lie Government of India telegraphed for my views, and I 
replied that I concurred in the opinion that, although the postal rights claimed for 
our post-offices in the Pcrsiai Gulf are somewhat anomalous when judged by the 
rules of the Posial Union, these post-offices occupy a privileged position which ought 
not to be judged by, or made to conform with, the rules observed by other nations. 
1 added that 1 thought the negotiations should be limited to. an agreement in regard 
to the parcel post. 

M. Naus will attend the Postal Conference at Pome, and although he appeared 
personally ready to come to an agreement, it is possible that the Persian Government, 
who resent the fact that we have post-offices in the Persian Gulf, may have given 
him instructions to raise the question of (heir existence. 

I understand that Lord Lansdowne’s instructions refer only to the parcel post, 
and that no Postal Convention is contemplated by Ilis Majesty’s Government. 

1 have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUPE. 


Inclosurc in No. 159. 

Government of India to Sir A. Hardinye. 

(Confidential.) 

Sir, Simla, September 19, 1905. 

1 AM directed to invite attention to the correspondence ending with your 
despatch dated the 19th May, 1905, regarding the British post-offices in the Persian 
Gulf. 

2. On the Sth June, 1905, the Secretary of State for India telegraphed that you 
were being authorized to conclude, in consultation with the Government of India, an 
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arrangement with the Persian Government on the lines of the procedure which is 
observed at Constantinople in regard to parcel mails from the United Kingdom. 
But XT m y° ur . despatch of the 19th May, 1905 (above quoted), it is stated that 

tj ^ d eslres conclude a Postal Convention with the Government of India and 
would like a representative of the Indian Post Office to be sent to negotiate or assist 
m the negotiation of it. 

. 3 ' Bef ° re coming to a decision on M. Naus’ suggestion, the Government of India 
desire that the following considerations be laid before vou :_ 

4. They fully realize that the postal rights claimed for the British post-offices in 
the Persian Gulf (which question would presumably come within the scope of such a 
general Postal Convention as is suggested) are somewhat anomalous when iudo-ed by 
the rules of the Postal Union. But, at the same time, their contention is that for 
historical reasons, these post-offices occupy a privileged position which ought not to be 
judged by, or made to conform to, the rules observed by other nations. That this 
is also your view is deduced from the terms of your telegram dated the 15th February, 

5. In these circumstances, it is arguable that the Government of India would be 
gratuitously abandoning their present advantageous position if their rights were to 
be formulated in a Postal Convention as desired by M. Naus, and it would appear to 
be more consistent with Indian interests to limit the negotiation to the conclusion of 
an arrangement with the Persian Government in regard to parcel mails only. By 
adopting this course not only would embarrassing questions be avoided as to the 
legitimate character of the rights claimed by the British post-offices, but His 
Majesty s Legation might be able to carry on negotiations without the assistance of 
an Indian official, doubtful points not elucidated by the information received from 
Constantinople being referred to the Government of India for advice The 
Government of India would be glad to be favoured with your opinion on this point 

6. Should you, after consideration of these points, hold that the conclusion of a 
general postal arrangement is still desirable, the question of the deputation of an 
Indian official to Tehran would have to be considered. The question is one of some 
difficulty, since the only officers of the Indian Postal Department who possess the 
requisite qualifications for duty of this kind are not available. I am therefore to 
request your views on the following alternative suggestions as to the measures that 
might be taken :— 

(a.) Matters might stand over at present, and the opportunity of the International 
Postal Congress next year might be taken to arrange for an informal discussion of the 
postal questions involved between M. Naus and the representatives of the Indian 
Post Office. This would enable us to ascertain what M. Naus’s views really are and 
would clear the -way for the drawing up of a Convention on lines which could be laid 
down by Government after receiving the report of our postal delegates. If this 
suggestion should be accepted, then it could no doubt be arranged that the status uuo 
should be maintained until the neiv Convention or Agreement is entered into. 

(b.) If, on the other hand, you should consider it desirable, for political reasons 
to enter into negotiations at once, the difficulty as to the selection of a postal officer 
might be overcome. by an officer of the Indian Political Department being deputed 
to lehran to negotiate, or assist in the negotiation of, a Convention, after having 
received a course of instruction from the Indian Postal Department in all necessary 
points In view of the large political element that enters into the present question 
it might even be held that the Government of India would be more suitably 
represented by a political than a postal official. In that case, it might be useful to 
obtain a preliminary assurance from M. Naus in writing to the effect that the proposed 
negotiation would be conducted on the basis of the continuation of the rights at 
present claimed for the British post-offices in Persia. 

These alternatives are submitted for your consideration and advice; but the 
Government of India do not conceal the reluctance with which they would approach 
any negotiations that might conceivably result in the curtailment or abrogation of 
privileges which they at present enjoy. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) S. M. FRASER, 

Officiating Secretary to the Government of India. 


2 O 
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[ 5904 ] No. 160. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 31.) 

Sir, Tehran, February 1, ] 996. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith the usual monthly summary of events in 
Persia, which have not been recorded in separate despatches. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) e^elyn grant duff. 


Inclosure in No. 160. 

Monthly Summary of Events in Persia, February 1, 1906. 


Meshed. 

M. LE RLEMM, at present Russian Consul-General at Bombay, has been appointed 
to succeed M. Mousnikow at Meshed. 

2. In spite of the official denial by the Prime Minister of the report that the 
Meshed-Ashkabad road has been sold to Russia, Major Sykes continues to assert that it 
is a fait accompli, and is an open secret in Meshed. According to his information the 
bank has advanced the Reis-ut-Tujjar 100,000 tomans on the transaction, and is 
prepared to spend 60,000 tomans in repairs. It is also reported that a metalled road is 
to be made between Meshed and Tehran, and that the visit of the Muavin-ut-Tujjar to 
the capital is in connection with this scheme. Mr. Grant-Duff has arranged to see the 
Muavin at an early date. 

3. Our Consul-General, having lately presented a cheap clock to the Shrine at 
Meshed, now reports that this ornament has been placed in the most honourable position 
possible, close to the head of the tomb of the Imam Reza. The political effect of this 
is, Major Sykes thinks, remaikably good. 

4. The Japanese who passed through Tehran at the beginning of December 
arrived in Meshed on the 7th January, and is said to have excited much interest there. 
He is anxious to go to India through Afghanistan. His name is Tei Suzuki, and he is a 
lieutenant in the Reserve and also a Buddhist priest. 

5. The Russian Bank in Meshed has lately made a new gate in the city wall leading 
to their pi onuses. \n inscription which was put on this gate, to the effect that it was 
built “ in the tune of DmctrielF, the Chief Manager, under the supervision of the 
engineer Yazikoff, by the Muavin-i-Sanaa,” has roused considerable feeling among the 
people of Meshed, and M. Dmetrieff was forced to remove it. The matter has been 
leportod to Tehran, and Major Sykes thinks that it may cause further trouble to the 
Russians. 


Seistan. 

1. The Itisham-ul-Wazareh arrived in Seistan on the 6th December. He is 
apparently charged with a commission to investigate certain accusations which have 
been brought against the Yatnin-i-Nizam of betrayal of Persian inierests to the British, 
interfcience in the affairs of the local Government, and also to inspect and report on the 
boundary as recently demarcated by Colonel McMahon. It is said that in his tour of 
inspection of the boundary pillars he will be accompanied by a Representative of the 
Russian Consulate. Captain Macpherson has been informed that the Afghan Governor 
has received instructions from the Ameer that, should the Ilisham-ul-Wazareh during his 
visit to the frontier ask for an interview, he is to be received with scant courtesy, and 
that any attempt to destroy the pillars is to be resisted by force. 

2. The Russian constructor^ who have been repairing the Meshed-Seistan telegraph 
line, after completing the repairs to a point a little south of Birjaud, ceased work and 
returned to their stations. The severity of the weather was the reason they gave for not 
continuing the work. 

3. Two new British signallers for Birjand and Turbat-i-Haidari arrived in Seistan on 
the 6th December. Application for permission for them to have access to the telegraph- 
offices at these places has been made. 
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4. M. Ovseenko, who is now on his way from Meshed to take up bis post as Russian 
Consul at Bunder Abbas, arrived in Seistan on the 28th December. He was given a 
similar reception to that accorded to M. Nekrassof on his arrival ( v . summary for last 
month). 

5. Owing to heavy rains the Helmund has been in high flood, and on the 
20th December the dam at Kuhak was carried away. Considerable damage has also 
been done to the crops in the neighbourhood. 

6. The Persian Customs official at Yagdan, near Birjand, was murdered last 
month by Afghan camelmen, from whom he had taken some opium which they were 
trying to smuggle into Persia. The Persian Government has asked His Majesty’s 
Chargd d’Affaires to take steps for the arrest of the murderers. The matter is being 
investigated. 


Shiraz. 

The condition of Fars continues to be extremely unsatisfactory, and constant 
reports of robberies on the Bushire road are received. In the town of Shiraz petty 
aggressions are frequent, and the soldiers take advantage of the disturbed conditions to 
hold up and blackmail persons going about after dark. Shops are closed and business 
entirely suspended. At Kazeroun also there have been further disturbances, shops in 
the bazaars have been attacked and looted, and the Governor’s quarters were 
fired on. 

Mr. Grahame considers that the most serious features in the present situation are, 
firstly, the apparently increasing unrest in outlying districts, and, secondly, the pro¬ 
pagation among the people of rumours as to the disturbed condition of other parts 
of Persia. News of the revolutionary movement in Russia and of the massacre of 
Mussulmans in the Caucasus tend still furtner to excite the feelings of the people. 


Ispahan. 

The Shiraz merchants have telegraphed to Ispahan asking that, owing to the 
state of Fars, goods should not be forwarded at present, and Agha Nejefi, the well- 
known priest, has, it is said, taken the matter up, and telegraphed to the Prime 
Minister asking him to listen to the complaints of the Shirazis and to change the 
Governor. 

The Russian Commercial Agent, Prince Amatooni, is said to have met with little 
success in his endeavours to induce the Ispahan merchants to deal more largely in 
Russian goods. He afterwards went on to Yezd. 


Kerman. 

His Highness the Firman Firma, at present Governor of Kermanshah, has been 
appointed Governor of Kerman. 


Ahwax. 

1. His Majesty’s Vice-Consul at Ahwaz mentions a report that some Lurs from the 
neighbourhood of Burujird had been sent down to punish the Direkvend tribe, and that 
some fighting had taken place, but without any definite result. The Lagvend Chief, 
Khanjan Khan, who resides near Dizful in the winter, and is paid to protect the 
inhabitants of the town and the neighbourhood against raids, has been trying to form an 
alliance among all the Lur tribes to resist any attack on them by the Persian Govern¬ 
ment. A deputation was sent to the Vali of Pusht-i-Kuh to endeavour to obtain his 
co-operation. 

2. The embargo on the export of wheat still continues, and Messrs. Lynch’s agent 
at Ahwaz has been unsuccessful in his efforts to induce the Governor to withdraw it. 

3. In connection with the D’Arcy Oil Syndicate, a Mr. Bertie, with two assistants 
and a quantity of plant, arrived at Ahwaz in December. Before work can be commenced 
a road will have to be made to the oil-fields, as some of the machinery is so heavy that 
wheeled transport will be necessary to carry it. 

4. In October last His Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople reported that the 
Russian Steam Navigation Company were sending a ship called the “ Vesta” to the 
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Persian Gulf. This vessel passed Mohammerah on the way to Bussorah on the 
15th November, and on her return, ten days later, landed a few bales of cotton goods 
and shipped a small quantity of tobacco for Beyrout and Constantinople. 


Tabreez. 

1. On the Czar’s name-day there was a distribution of Russian decorations to the 
Karguzar and the whole of the Valiahd’s entourage, including the Farrash-bashi. 
Mr. Wratislaw thinks that this was a reward for work done, and that the Russians have 
obtained from the Prince promises of many advantages when he becomes Shah. Mean¬ 
while His Imperial Highness continues to buy up villages in the neighbourhood of 
Tabreez, and it is stated on good authority that he intends to send his second son 
to study in Russia and to make him a Russian subject; and, further, that in the event of 
trouble in Persia, he himself would not hesitate to take Russia* nationality. 

2. The Russian employts on the Julfa-Tabreez road went on strike last month, 
owing to a disagreement with the authorities about their pay; and the clerks of the 
Russian Bank refused to go into some new houses which had been built for them some 
distance outside the town unless the Bank provided each of them with a carriage. 

3. In connection with the frontier dispute, a regiment from Khoi was expected at 
Urmi early in the year, on their way to Ushnu, on which town the Turks were supposed 
to have designs. 

4. Large numbers of Mussulman refugees from Russian territories have lately been 
arriving at Tabreez, and have been circulating exaggerated reports about the massacre 
of their co-religionists by Armenians. His Majesty’s Consul-General thinks that this 
may lead to trouble, and the Armenian community are much alarmed. 


liesht. 

The conditions of trade generally in Ghilan continue to be most unfavourable, 
amounting practically to a total stagnation of business. This is due to the state of 
Russia, on which country the commerce of Ghilan is entirely dependent. 

The Prince-Governor has been suddenly called to Tehran, and leaves on the 
1st February. 


Bunder Abbas. 

Temporary telegraphic communication between Bunder Abbas and Hcnjan was 
opened on the 13th January. Tt being, however, found that the provisional position of 
the cable was too close to the sea, the Superintendent received orders from his Depart¬ 
ment to shift it further inland, and obtained permission from the British Consul to use 
the extreme corner of the new site which has been procured for the Consulate, which is 
directly opposite to the spot where the cable is landed. In spite of this being fully 
explained, on the 23rd January the Deputy-Governor and Foreign Office Agent stopped 
the work and imprisoned the workmen, placing an armed guard over the cable-house and 
practically making the Superintendent a prisoner, and it was only after repeated protests 
that the cable was enabled to be used in the evening. Meanwhile work in the cable- 
house has been stopped. The Mushir-ed-Dowleh was addresaed on the subject and 
promised to make inquiries. Meanwhile the Director of the Persian Telegraphs at 
Bushire has been sent to Bunder Abbas to investigate the case. 


Subjects dealt with in separate Despatches. 


Subjects dealt with. 


No. and Date of Despatch. 


Grand Vizer's inquiry as to policy of new Government .. 
Baklitiari Ro.id . .. .. 

Ivina's birthday and Kuhnk incidents 

Bahreinis .. .. .. .. 

Pi rsian loan 


Trial of Kurdt at Urmi 


diik u sue regulations 


Persian Government’s complaints against His 
Representatives 

Anti-Christian agitation at Yezd 
Douglas Lorimer outrage .. 

Condition of Fars 


Mpjesty 


Tehran anti-Government agitation 
Embargoes 

D’Arcy Petroleum Concession 


Turco-Persian frontier dispute 


No C, January 5, 190b. 

No. 8, January 18. 1906. 

No. 10, January 27 ; No. 20, January 30, 
1906 ; No. b, Udegiaphic. 

No. II, Jatmaiy 27, 1906; No 24, Tele¬ 
graphic 

No. 12, Junuai) 27, 1906; Nos. 5 and 32, 
Telegraphic. 

Nos. H and 15, laiiuaiy 29, 1906: 

No. 28, ’1 1 ’legi aplue. 

No. 2, Connncicial, January 29, 1906. 

No. 16, January 30, 1906; No. 12, Tele¬ 
graphic. 

No. 18, January 30, 1906. 

No. 19, January.30, 1906; Nob. 8 and 14, 
'I olographic. 

Nos. 2 i aM( | 22, Januai y 30, 1906; 

Nos. 7. 19, 22, 25, 29, 31, Telegraphic. 
Nos. 23 and 24, January 30, 1906; 

No. 21, 1 olographic. 

No. 5, Commercial, February 1, 1906; 

No. 1, Commercial, Telegiaphie. 

No. 27, January 31, 1906; Nos. 16 
and 26, Telegraphic. 

No. 25. January 31; No. 28, February 1, 
1906. 


i’lugue in Seistan., 


Nos. 13, 


18, 20, 23, 27, Telegiaphie. 


Tehran. 

1. The Shah, whose health continues relatively good, has been away for some time 
at Jajrud, a shooting-box about 15 miles off. His Majesty probably returns on the 
2nd February. 

2. On the day the mollahs returned from Shah Abdul Azim the bazaars were 
brilliantly illuminated and the shopkeepers supplied tea and food to all comers. The 
Imam Jumeh, who has given great offence by siding with the Government against 
the other mollahs, lias formed the subject of many libellous poems, and insulting notices 
have been posted on his house. It is stated on good authority that his position has 
become so unpleasant that be is going to Khorassan. 

3. The Zil-es-Sultan, who has been in Europe, has returned, and arrived here on 
the 31st January. His eldest son, the Jallal-ed-Dowleh, lias been appointed Govern >r 
of Kurdistan, and will proceed thither shortly. 

4. M. Grube, Head of the Russian Bank, states that lie is going to Russia in the 
spring and will not return to Persia. He says that lie has been promised an official post 
in Russia and has accepted it. 

(Signed) J. A. DOUGLAS, Lieutenant-Colonel, 

Military Attache. 


[ 5905 ] No. 161. 

Mr. E. Grant T)uff to dir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 32.) 

_ Tehran, February 1, 1906. 

ON the 13th ultimo I had the honour to report by telegram that the existence of 
plague of a virulent type in Seistan was confirmed. 

I inclose a copy of a letter addressed to the President of the Sanitary Council 
by the Customs Department, showing the villages infected by the disease and the 
number of deaths already recorded. 

I’lague, both in bubonic and pneumonic form, would appear to be present, but 
recent reports give the death-rate at uot more than three a-day, although between 
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100 to 200 persons seem to have succumbed before the disease was discovered, and no 
doubt, as is always the case in Persia, some deaths are concealed. 

In some quartern it is doubted whether the complaint is true plague at all. lnere 
is said to be a disease peculiar to the marshy lands of Seistan which is apt to break 
out when the water is low, and which the inhabitants attribute to the diet of the local 
fowlers who are stated to live exclusively on birds. On the other hand, the hospital 
assistant attached to His Majesty’s Consulate in Seistan, who lias had three years 
plague experience, states positively that it is true plague, in both the bubonic and 
pneumonic forms. In any case, it. is certain that the existing disease is highly 
infectious and fatal, ft seems principally eonlined to one tribe ; a second tribe, which 
intermarries with the first, also suffers, while other tribes inhabiting similar country 
and subject to the same influence escape, or are little affected. . 

The quarantine arrangements arc under the nominal chief control of Ehtisham-ul- 
Vezareh, the frontier ollieer in Seistan, but are really under M. Molitor, Director of 
Customs', assisted by the British Indian doctor of His Majesty’s Consulate, the doctor 
of the 11 ussian Consulate, and a Persian doctor. Dr. Abbas Ali has been dispatched 
to Bandan, and a Russian doctor to Lah-i-Behring. T have arranged for Dr. Clemenger, 
the Indo-European Telegraph Department doctor stationed at Nasratabad Sipeh, to be 
transferred for service under the Government of India as Plague Officer. I understand 
that a British Indian medical assistant has been sent to Kuh-i-Malek Siah, and that 
steps are being taken by the C.overmnont of India to dispatch further medical aid to 
Kasratabad. 

1 have, Ac. 

(Signed) . EVELYN GRANT DUPE. 


Inclosurc 1 in No. 161. 

Dr. *s< hneider to Dr. Odliny. 

Tclieran, le 24 Janvier, 1906. 

.1 E \ous adresse ei-jointc la copie d’tine lettro quo je vions do reeovoir du Miniature 
des Duuaues, rl qui doniiu des renseignemoiits assez detailles sur les villages dc* Seistan, 
attaints par la pesle, ainsi (jiie sur la date de son ap]>arition et la inortalite. 


IneloMirc 2 in No. 161. 

Dei sum Customs to Dr. Schneider. 

M. le Preddcnt, Teheran, / 22 Janvier, 1906. 

.1’ A1 I’honneur d<‘ vims faire commit re quaetuollcnient toute la partie du Neizar 
situee a l’miesl de Nasratabad et Seistan est infeetee; jiour toute la region on constate 
mu' inoyenne de 6 a 10 deces par jour. 

■le domic ei-apres la situation eonstatce offieiellemont par les membres de la 
Commission San it a ire : Deli lssa, infccte dopuis 8 jours, 4 morts ; Dadeh, depuis 
If) jours,9 morts; Sentehouri,depuis 15 jours, 5 morts ; Deli Ali Ekber,dopuis 1 mois, 
25 morts ; Zemel (’liah Begli, depuis 15 jours, 55 morts; Charneri, depuis 20 jours, 
12 morts, Akherabad, depuis 15 jours, 10 morts; Ileymourahad, depuis 10 jours, 
2 morts ; a'rehilling on a enrogistre 2 deeds il y a 20 jours, mais depuis 1 epidemic 
n’v a plus etc signalce. 

Suivant des rumeurs, qu’il y a etc impossible a la Commm-mn de verifier, jusqu a 
present It’s villages suivants sent in feetes egalement : Divaneh, Abbas Kliau, 
Itjamallu'bad, Lotfollah. Ilo-eeina. Enliu un eas a etc signale dans h* palais memo 
du UonverntMir a Nasirabad t\il!e). Ue malade emporte iniinedialeiui'nt est inert a un 
“ larsak ” du la villi*. 

Veuillez, Ac. 

(Signe) WTBIER. 


[ 5907 ] No. 162. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 34.) 

Sir, Tehran , February 2, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit copy of two despatches from His Majesty’s Consul 
in Seistan, from which it would appear certain that the Russian Government has 
practically obtained control of the Meshed-Seistan telegraph line. 

Since the return of the Shah from Europe in October last, 1 have made repeated 
efforts to discover from the Persian Government whether the Grand Vizier when at 
St. Petersburg!! demanded the withdrawal of the Russian telegraphists posted on the 
line. I have always been met by the answer that negotiations lor their recall were still 
in pi ogress and likely to result in a manner satisfactory to the Persian Government. 
Knowing the Persian character as I do, I think it most improbable that in the midst of 
the brilliant festivities at Peterhof the Grand Vizier, and still less the Shah, would have 
raised a question which they well knew was displeasing to the Russian Government, 
From Inclosure 2 in Sir Arthur Hardingo’s despatch to Lord Lansdowne No. 200 of 
the 9tli September, 1905, you will sec that Ilis Highness was duly reminded of the 
matter. 

In the India Office letter of the 23rd June, 1905, the dispatch of two British 
signallers destined for Turbat-i-IIaideri and Birjand was announced. On hearing of 
their arrival at Nasratabad, I wrote to the Minister of Telegraphs requesting him to 
give orders for their admission in the offices at their respective stations. After some 
delay his Excellency referred me to the Mushir-ed-Dowlch, to whom I wrote making 
the same request. I have as yet received no written reply ; but as I had the honour to 
report in my telegram No. 33 of the 31st ultimo the Musiiir-ed-Dowleh has proposed to 
allow the two signallers to be posted at Turbat-i-Birjand, provided that. His Majesty’s 
Government undertake to withdraw them should the Russian Government withdraw 
their telegraphists on the Meshed-Seistan line. This Concession the Mushir-ed- 
Dowlch stated the Persian Government had decided to refuse, on the ground that 
negotiations with the Russian Government for the withdrawal of their employes were 
still in progress. But if His Majesty’s Government would peimit the Urmi Mollah to 
return home it would he granted. 1 pointed out to his Excellency that he had himself 
admitted to Sir Arthur Jlardinge that whatever privileges were given on the Meshed- 
Seistan line to Russian signallers would also he given to an equal number of British 
signallers. 1 drew his attention to the fact that in the autumn of 190 f 1 had, by the 
instructions of Lord Lansdowne, formally claimed the right of His Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment to post signallers on the line identical in number with rhe Russian employes. 

His Excellency, in reply, again stated that the Russian signallers were only 
temporarily on the line and would, he hoped, be shortly withdrawn. 

It is. I think, unlikely that the Russian Government will in this respect meet the 
views of the Persian Government. Although the rights of His Majesty’s Government 
ate quite clear the Persian Government will, I am convinced, place every obstacle in 
our way, and to ^ave time 1 ventured to recommend that the Mushir’s proposal be 
accepted 'Phis will not in any way compromise the right already claimed and may 
make it easier to post other signallers, should this hereafter be considered desirable. 

The Urmi Mollah is old and in bad health. Mr. Wratislaw thinks that he has 
had a lesson, and will certainly help to keep the turbulent elements at Urmi quiet. If 
Ilis Majesty’s Government permit his return, the Shah and the Valialul, who are very 
keen to get him away from Tabrcez, will be pleased. 

The Mushir-cd-Dowleh informed me last week that the Shah had decided to refuse 
the Nasratabad-Kuh-i-Malik-Siah extension. His Majesty’s chief reason, which seems 
a frivolous one, was that we already had a telegraph line (the Central Persian) to the 
Beluchistan frontier. 1 told his Excellency that I thought Ilis Majesty’s refusal of what 
was a very small concession, would give considerable oll’ence to I lis Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment, who were well aware of the telegraph concession made to Russia in the north. I 
took a map with me to his Excellency last Wednesday and explained carefully the 
reasons why ilis Majesty’s Government desires the Kuh-i-Malik-Siah extension. 
He promised to show the map to the Shah and make a further attempt to change Ilis 
Majesty’s mind. 

In these circumstances, a concession by His Majesty’s Government in regard to the 
Mollah may, at this moment, influence His Majesty’s decision. 
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not, as previously stated, from 'the Khabir-us-Sultaneh. Copies of the receipts have 
been taken and can be forwarded if necessary. 

The Postmaster further stated that when he first paid over the money to the 
Russian Inspector the latter did not know for what object it had been sent, but 
that some five days subsequently he received letters from the Khabir-us-Sultaneh and 
the Kniaz Vavehadze, when he immediately gave out the money was for the repair of 
the line. 

'Phe above fact, coupled with the general information given in my previous letter, 
would appear to offer almost conclusive proof that the control of the line has, in spite of 
assurances to His Majesty’s Legation to the contrary, been definitely handed over to the 
Russians. 

Copies of this letter are being forwarded to the Government of India and His 
Majesty’s Consul-General at Meshed. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. D. MACPHERSON, Captain, 

His Britannic Majesty's Consul for Seistan and Kain. 


[5908J No. 163. 

Mr. F- Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 35.) 

Sir, Tehran, February 2, 1906. 

I 11 AVIS the honour to forward herewith a copy of a despatch from His 
Majesty’s Acting Consul-General at Meshed, embodying his views on the present 
state of Persia, and suggesting the formation of a movable mounted column at and 
around Kuh-i-Malik Siali. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT 13UEF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 163. 

.Idmy Consul-General Sykes to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 2.) 

Sir, Meshed, January 20, 1906. 

WITH reference to your t(degram No. 4< of the 4th January, 1906, I have the 
honour to inclose herewith, for your information, copy of a letter No. 9, Confidential, 
dated the 19th January, 1906, which 1 have addressed to flu* Secretary to the 
Government, of India in the Foreign Department, on the subject of a movable 
mounted column at and around Kuh-i-Malik Siali. 

f have, Ac. 

(Signed) 1\ MOLES WORTH SYKES, Major. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 163. 

Acting Consul-General Sykes to Government of India. 

Sir, Meshed, January 19, 1906. 

WITH reference to my telegram in which, in reply to one from His Britannic 
Majesty’s Legation asking for suggestions, T proposed the formation of a movable 
mounted column at and around Kuh-i-Malik Siali, 1 have the honour to give my 
reasons for the above suggestion. 

2. It appears to me that the end of Persia is approaching, and the reasons for 
this, together with the signs of the beginning of the end, are many. Chief among the 
former is the fact that the Persian debt is steadily being added to, whereas the 
resources of the country are not increasing. 

I understand that about five-sevenths of the debt that the country can stand 
without insolvency lias been already contracted, or, in other words, that proportion of 
the road to ruin has been traversed. 

This debt, it may he incidentally mentioned, has not been used to develop Persia, 
hut the money has been squandered abroad. 

Chief among the signs of the end is the growing disgust of the Persians for 


the present state of affairs, which disgust is voiced by the newspapers and is 
organized by means of the post and the telegraph, although the latter is still the 
Shah’s most powerful instrument for keeping his loosely strung Empire together. 
Thirteen years ago, when I first travelled in Persia, the late Shah occasionally was 
abused, but more generally he was lauded. To-day, all classes unite in condemning, 
not only the Monarch as an individual, but the vicious system be represents. 

Again, revolutionary ideas are undoubtedly catching, and the sight of what is 
going on in Russia is slowly but surely producing an effect which it is impossible as 
yet to gauge, but it is evident that the seed sown will bear fruit in the minds of 
the entire Babi community, and probably among the majority of the upper and 
trading classes. 

A minor point is that the employes at the Russian Bank, the doctors, and men ol 
business are all revolutionaries, and consequently busy sowers—indeed, many of them 
have been sent to Siberia or have been imprisoned. For example, the Chief Manager 
of the Russian Bank has, I understand, been incarcerated in the Peter-Paul 
fortress. 

In short, Persia may linger on for a few years, but it is equally possible that the 
existing order of things may come to an end without warning. In any ease, it seems 
desirable to take precautions betimes for the latter eventuality. 

3. Should Persia break up, the occupation of Persian Baluchistan and Seistan 
would he a matter of first-rate—nay, of almost vital—importance to the Government 
of India. In this connection the occupation of Seistan by us would, for all practical 
purposes, include that of Baluchistan, as no Russian force could enter the latter 
district except by way of the delta of the Ilelmund, whereas it could he seized by 
British forces operating from the east and south. 

This being granted, it is obviously urgent to exclude rival influences from the. 
Ilelmund delta, or at all events to secure paramount position of British influence by 
every legitimate means. This, 1 take it, has been the motive underlying the opening 
up of the Nushki trade route, the MaoMahon Mission, and, indeed, the foundation of 
the British Consulate in Seistan. 

4. Before formulating a proposal it is as well to turn our eyes to the north. 
There we find Askhabad, the head-quarters of a Russian Army Corps, within a few 
miles of the Persian frontier, and at Sarakhs there is a force of at least 500 to 
1,000 men in normal limes on the actual frontier, in addition to various smaller 
garrisons. 

There would thus be nothing to which exception could be taken by the Persian 
Government, if the British Government were to form a cantonment on its own frontier, 
Kuh-i-Malik Siali. 

If objections were made, the action of the Northern Power could be cited, and 
apart from this the proverbial ill-wind, in the shape of plague, is in itself a quite 
sufficient reason for taking such a step. 

5. The advantages of such action would he:— 

(«.) Seistan would be once and for all ours whenever Persia breaks up, and there 
will be no race for it with the awkward possibility of a collision with the forces of 
Russia. 

[b.) Russia would see this, and it is quite possible that, in view of Seistan being 
out of her grasp, she would, on that account, be slow to disturb tho status quo which 
it is our policy to preserve. 

[c.) His Majesty’s Legation could threaten to increase the garrison in Seistan, 
or other and stronger measures when dealing with the Government of the Shah. 

An additional point is that Meshed could be reinforced safely from the Seistan 
escort, and although I (lo not anticipate serious trouble at present, and also consider 
that the approach of reinforcements might precipitate the very danger it was intended 
to avert, this question has to be considered. 

Finally, our position in JCliorassan and in Afghanistan would he strengthened 
immensely. 

It is indeed extraordinary that at present there is no outward and visible sign of 
British power at any point along the many hundreds of miles where Persia is 
conterminous with the British Empire. This offers a great contrast to what one set's 
in the north, and constitutes a serious source of weakness in our dealings with the 
Persian Government. 

6. The size and constituent parts of such a force are not within my province to 
deal with; but I would suggest that both for transport and the secure mobility tho 
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country is ideally suited for camels. Suitably equipped a column could reach 
Seistan in less than two days, and the fact that this can be done should be brought 
clearly home to the Persians on the frontier, who, by the way, have an exaggerated 
respect for artillery. 

7. Against this suggestion there appear to be but three objections from the 
military point of view :— 

(a.) The extra cost of feeding such a body of men. 

(b.) The undesirability of isolating such a small force. 

(c.) The climate. 

As to the extra cost, it need not be serious after the first year or two, as, generally 
speaking, the demand creates supply, and in normal years Afghan Seistan produces 
a sufficiency of supplies. In any case for a force relying on camel transport the cost 
of rations would not be very serious. As to ( b ) I would urge that there is no danger 
of such a force being cut off, whereas the experience gained by keeping it on the 
frontier should certainly counterbalance any temporary numerical loss to the strength 
of the British forces in India. 

As to (c) the climate is not as hot or by any means as trying as Seistan. It will, 
.1 think, prove to be comparatively healthy. 

Troops might suffer from the monotony to a certain extent, although occasional 
raids Irom across the frontiers would be splendid training for all concerned. 

These being the only important military objections to the scheme, I hope that 
the Government of India may see fit to consider the advisability of stationing 
permanently a small force of Indian troops, equipped with a special view to mobility, 
on the frontier at or near Kuh-i-Malik Siah. 

8. A copy of this letter is being sent to Ilis Majesty’s Legation and to Ilis 
Majesty’s Consul at Seistan. 

T have, &c. 

(Signed) P. M. SYKES. 


[5935] No. 104 . 

Mr. Sprint/-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 111.) 

Sir, St. Petersburgh , February 7, 1900. 

I HAVE (he honour fo state that I addressed a private letter to Count 
LamsdorlT, copy of which I have the honour to inclose, embodying your telegram 
No. 3-1 of the ibid February, on the subject of financial aid to Persia. 

To-day J attended Count Lamsdorlf’s official reception and spoke to him on the 
subject. 

Ilis Excellency informed me that, on the preceding day, he had laid the letter 
before the Emperor, and that ilis Majesty bad charged him to express his satisfaction 
at tliis communication. Count Lamsdorll added that he was quite of (lie opinion 
that an end should be put to the practice under which the Persian Government 
was able to obtain money Irom the English or the Russian Government by playing 
olT one against the other. Besides which, the service rendered to Persia, by offering 
a loan, was much like that nHorded by a moneylender to a spendthrift—which only 
made him reckless and plunged him deeper into embarrassment. 

lie expressed his satisfaction at the frank nature of the communication, and asked 
me to inform you accordingly. 

1 gathered from his language that he regarded the idea of a loan to Persia with 
disfavour, and did not press him as to the suggestion that, if the Russian Government 
thought a loan advisable, His Majesty’s Government was prepared to enter into 
negotiations on the subject. Nor did 1 allude to the possibility of the repetition of the 
circumstances attending the loan of 1899, in which year the Russian Government, 
although Lord Salisbury had expressed his willingness to enter into negotiations for a 
joint loan, and while the negotiations were pending, had sanctioned a large advance, 
nominally made to the Persian Government by a private bank. This question was 
fully discussed between Count Lamsdorll and Sir Charles Tlardinge on the Gtli ultimo 
(see bis Excellency’s despatch No. 32., ami both Count Lamsdorll and Count Witte 
must be fully await ol the effect on public opinion in England of what would appear, 
after the luitnal and written communication just made by order of Ilis Majesty’s 
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Government and accepted with satisfaction by the Emperor, as little short pi a breach 
of faith. I alluded, however, to the language held by Count Lamsdorff to His Majesty’s 
Ambassador and reported by him in the above-mentioned despatch, and observed that 
the communication I had made was based on the assurances exchanged on that 
occasion. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 


Inclosure in No. 104. 

Mr. Spring-Rice to Count Lamsdorff. 

(Particuliere et Confidentielle.) Samt-Pe'tersbourg, le 23 Janvier 

Cher Comte Lamsdorff, (5 Fevrier ), 1906. 

COMME votre Excellence le sait, Sir Edward Grey a dit au Comte Benckendorff, 
dans une conversation qu’il a e\xe avec son Excellence le 13 Decembre (n.s.), que, tout 
en admettant que le moment n’etait pas opportun pour entrer en pourparlers en vue 
d’arriver a une entente ayant pour objet dc regler les differences entre les deux pays, 
le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste, de sa part, pendant le delai inevitable, eviterait toute 
action de nature a rendro plus difficiles les negociations qui auraient lieu dans ce but, 
ou de compromettre la possibility d’un arrangement evontuel. 

Se basant sur ce principe, Sir E. Grey a recomment declare au Gouvernement 
Persan, en reponse a des representations au sujet de l’etat actuel des finances Persanes, 
que le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique n’etait pas dispose a sanctionner ime 
avance pecuniaire en faveur du Gouvernement du Scliali. 

En faisant part a votre Excellence, a titre confidence], de ce qui precede, je suis 
charge de 1’informer que le Gouvernement Britannique entend que le Gouvernement 
Russe, de sa part, auiine d’un esprit de reciprocity et du desir de ne pas introduire 
dans la situation actuelle un element nouveau, ne permettra pas que le Gouvernement 
Persan receive un secours pecuniaire des autorites fiuancieres Russes. 

Si, toutefois, pour quelque raison, le Gouvernement Imperial le croit desirable de 
preter un appui financier a la Perse et qu’il veut bien considerer la question de concert 
avec le Gouvernement Britannique, je suis charge d’assurer votre Excellence que 
Sir Edward Grey est tout prel a entrer en discussion a ce sujet dans un esprit de 
conciliation. 

Veuillez, &c. 

(Signe) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 


[5930] No. 165. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received February 19. j 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to tlic Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram from the Viceroy, dated the lGth February, relative to llenjam affairs. 

India Office , February 17, 190G. 


Inclosure in No. 165. 
Government of India to Mr. Morley. 


(Telegraphic.) P. February 16, 1906. 

1’LEASE refer to the telegram of the 8th February from His Majesty’s Charge 
d’Affaires at Tehran as to llenjam situation. Grant Duff’s reconunendations have our 
general concurrence, but it would not, in our opinion, bo desirable to locate some 
500 (V) turbulent Arabs ou Bassidorc, having regard to the small area of the British 
possession there, and to the uses to which it may have to be put. 

(Repeated to Tehran and Bushire.) 
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[6193] ;No. 166. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received February 19.) 

Sir, India Office, February 19, 1906. 

Us reply (o Mr. Campbell’s letter of the 13th instant, I am directed to state that 
Mr. Secretary Morlcy concurs in the terms of the telegram which the Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs proposes to send to His Majesty’s Charge d’Affairos at 
Tehran relative to the telegraph station at nenjam and the situation regarding the 
Arabs on the island. 

I am to add that Mr. Morley agrees with the view of Sir Edward Grey that there 
are serious objections to the proposal to offer the Arabs in question a domicile at 
Basidu. 

I am, &e. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


[6143] No. 107. 

The Persian Minister to Sir Fa! ward Grey. 

THE Persian Minister presents his compliments to the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, and has the honour of inclosing herewith a Memorandum containing 
the translation of a telegram from His Poyal Highness the Atabeg-e-Azam on the 
subject of All-. Grant Duff’s statements in reference to His Imperial Highness the 
Shoa-os-Saltaneh and his Vazir. 

Persian Legation , February 10, 1006. 


Inclosure in No. 107. 

Memorandum. 

IN his Excellency Sir Edward Grey’s Memorandum of the 17th ultimo, in regard 
to the statements of 11 is Britannic Majesty's Charge d’Affairos in Tehran, it had been 
remarked that Mr. Grant Duff’ disclaims absolutely having spoken in the terms 
mentioned m the Atabog-o-Azam’s telegram during his conversation with His Poyal 
Highness with reference to His Imperial Highness the Shoa-os-Saltaneh and other 
matters; and that His Britannic Majesty’s Government were confident that the 
Atabeg-e-Azam must have misunderstood the remarks made by Mr. Grant Duff. 
The contents of the Memorandum having been communicated to the Atabeg-e-Azam, 
the following reply has boon received from His Royal Highness:— 

“In regard to Sir Edward Grey’s observations that the British Charge d’Affaires 
in his conversation with me did not, demand the removal from his post of His Imperial 
Highness the Shoa-os-Saltaneh within At hours, and that lie did not speak in the terms 
referred to. The statements made by the Charge d'AITaires were those that have been 
telegraphed. Abbas Ghali Khan Nawab, who hail accompanied him, acted as interpreter. 
He knows English well, and it cannot be imagined that there was any error or 
inaccuracy in the interpretation ; moreover, the Charge d’Affairos himself, who knows 
Persian, repeated the remarks in Persian. As regards the expressions used in reference 
to 11 is Imperial Highness the Shoa-os-Saltaneh and his Yazir, which it is stated the 
Gharg6 d’Affaires had used in a private letter addressed by him to the Moshir-od-Dovleh, 
these expressions wen* used both in the Charge d’Affaires’ private communication and 
in his official notes to the Ministry for Foreign Affairs—in fact, the manner of his 
correspondence is very acrimonious, and is contrary to usage. But the Foreign Office 
here has so far preferred to abstain from making use of such terms in its communi¬ 
cation. 

“A few days ago the Legation complained that Issa Khan, the ‘ seraidar ’ (caretaker) 
of the Legation, had much* excessive charges in regard to some building work which 
had been executed then 1 . It was arranged that the work should he inspected, and if it 
was found that lssa Khan had made any excessive charge, the excess should be refunded 
by him. A builder was sent to inspect the work; lssa Khan, the ‘seraidar,’ was also 
sent to the Legation with a special Foreign Office functionary in order that he should 
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show the work to the builder. The Legation, without any reason and right, took Tssa 
Khan and incarcerated him at the Legation. He was thus detained there for two days. 
Two notes were exchanged between the Foreign Office and the Legation, asking the 
Legation to set Issa Khan free; the replies received from the Charge d’Affaires were 
most acrimonious, and in a manner contrary to custom. At last the Foreign Office was 
compelled to send the Meftah-os-Saltaneh (chief of the section having charge of British 
affairs) to the Legation, and he obtained the release of Issa Khan from the Charge 
d’Affaires, and took him away from the Legation. 

“ In the case of the muleteer who was guilty and was punished in Shiraz for the 
sake of affairs connected with Ilis Britannic Majesty’s Consulate, and for neglecting to 
take care of the goods of a British subject, the Charge d’Affaires decided that the Vazir 
of Fars should apologize to the Consul, but he himself incarcerates the ‘ seraidar,’ 
who is sent with a special Foreign Office functionary to the Legation for the purpose of 
taking part in the inspocton of the building work, and does not even release him after 
several communications from the Foreign Office. 

“ There are several similar matters, but I do not like to prolong these discussions. 
Being sure, however, that Sir Edward Grey would not approve of such actions, I have 
referred to this one by the way, and for his information ; and I am confident that his 
Excellency will give a hint to the Charge d’Affaires, in the manner he thinks best, ’ in 
regard to his altering his mode and attitude.” 

February 19, 1906. 


| No. 168*. 

M> E (haul Duff I" Sii Edwaid Giey.— (Received Februm ij 20) 

2 .) 

[•aphie.) 1’ Tehran, Februaiy 20, 1900. 

\ offence has been committed o n board a British ship in Bahrein Ilaibour by a 
i subject of bad eharnelei. The mail is a refugee from Persia resident at 
n Alter in<|tur\, our Political Agent has come to the conclusion that the man 
cs two \’( ars’ imprisonment lie has, however, power to In Brilish-lndian 
ts onl\ Please instruct lnm man should be dealt with. It seems inadvisable 
e the quest ion of jurisdiction here 

onsul-t leneral at Bushin' has informed the Government of India of the above. 


[6165] No. 168. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff' to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 19.) 

(No. 50.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 19, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India and St. Petersburgh :— 

“ Persian loans. 

“ Foreign Office despatch No. 143 of 4th October, 1905. 

“ I last night received a message from the Grand Vizier stating that he was now 
prepared to accept the 150,000/. formerly offered. I said that I rvould lay the matter 
before you, but that 1 thought it unlikely, in view of the recent refusal of llis 
Majesty’s Government to grant a loan, that the previous of for was still open. 

“ nis Highness now thinks that he will not be able to pay the sum due to the 
bank by September (see my telegram No. 49), and I gathered that the sum now asked 
for would be used to pay off that debt. 

“ T'lie general opinion is that the Grand Vizier’s position is very uncertain. The 
fact of his sending the above message to me looks as if he had so far failed to get ti 
promise from ltussia.” 


L6165] No. 169. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. Grant Duff 

(No. 33.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, February 20, 1906. 

LOAN. 

Ilis Majesty’s Government are not disposed to renew the offer made last July, 
which has since been set aside by proposals from the Persian Government of an 
entirely different nature. 

You should inform the Grand Vizier in this sense with reference to his message 
transmitted in your telegram No. 50 of yesterday. 


11(51 *>) 
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[4841] 


No. 170. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. Grant Dutf. 


(No. 34.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, February 20, 1906. 

HENJAM. , n ^ ^ , 

You should inform Persian Government that, until the limits of the British 
telegraph station have been satisfactorily settled, Ilis Majesty’s Government will be 
obliged to object to any coercive action being taken by the Persian Government against 
the Arabs. Such action would be considered likely to endanger the safety of British 
telegraph officials, and if taken would lead to adoption of Major Cox’s suggestion to 
send a war-ship to the spot. As an additional reason for an early settlement of the 
question on the lines indicated in my telegram No. 8 of the 9th January, you should 
urge 1 the present state of excitement which exists among the Arabs (see Lieutenant 
Shakespeare’s letter to the Resident of the 21th October, 1905). 

Ilis Majesty’s Government will be willing, as soon as a satisfactoiy settlement has 
been arrived at, to notify to Arabs, if the Persian Government desire it, Ilis Majesty’s 
Government’s recognition of Persian sovereignty, and to endeavour to obtain their 
acquiescence. . . ... _ ^ 


We do nut favour 


H'stion contained in your telegram No. 41 of the 


8th February, that Arabs should be offered British domicile at Basidu. It is admitted 
that Arabs are Persian subjects, and although the station is British property, it stands 
on a Persian island. Accommodation and adequate protection could not conveniently 
be afforded to the Arabs, while awkward questions might be asked as to their status 
and as to limits of station, which are undefined. 


[6434] 


No. 171. 


Persian Transport Company to Foreign Office.—(Received February 22.) 

3, Salter's Hall Court, Cannon Street, London, 
y lr> February 21, 1906. 

\\ mi reference to your letter of the 22nd December, 1905, touching- on certain 
matters connected with the Bakhtiari road, 1 have now the honour to submit for your 
consideration the views of my Board on these questions. 

With regard to the statement that the Chiefs “ had offered to pay the 3,000 tomans 
to your Ahwaz Agent, but that the latter had refused to take the money,’ no such 
offer has to our knowledge been made to our Ahwaz Agent. Mr. Preece is, 
perhaps, referring to Mr. Parry, for some time acting as our Agent in Tehran and 
now in Bagdad, with whom the Chiefs had some conversation duiing his passage 
through their country in August 1905, as reported to you in our despatch ot the 
9th October, 1905. 

The action of Mr. Parry in this matter appears to have been strictly correct. The 
Chiefs submitted their proposal to us through Ilis Britannic Majesty’s Consulate-General 
at Ispahan in Decembet 1901 (communicated to us iu your despatch ot the 17th March, 
1905), and our reply, contained in my letter to you of the 22nd March, 1905, was also 
referred through Ills Britannic Majesty’s Consulate-General, but does not appear to have 
reached the Chiefs until November 1905. Therefore our Agents could not, in the 
meantime, accept any sum tendered by the Chiefs or treat with them on the subject without 
previous advice from Ilis Britannic Majesty’s Legation or Mr. Preece. My Board 
desire to point out that the Company has made every effort to avert any such misun¬ 
derstanding with the Chiefs, as we reported to you in our letter ot the 9th October, 
1905. 

With regard to the condition of the road, my Board note that the Chiels “had, 
therefore, caused the road to be repaired themselves.” There is some conflict of 
evidence as to the present condition of the road, and in this connection my Board submit 
that it is important to discriminate between accounts given by individual travellers, 
passing over it with picked animals very lightly loaded, and the accounts ef muleteer* 
and camel diivers responsible tor tho safety and condition of heavily laden caravan 
animals. 

1 submit for your information the inclosed extracts from our latest advices on 
this point from our Ahwaz and Ispahan Agents, dated respectively the 8th and 
9th Noumhei, 19<»5 The road was constructed by us for the purposes ot trade, and, 
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if the muleteers who have been frequenting it are now refusing to accept loads over it, 
the natural inference is that it has become unfitted for their needs. I may observe 
that the camel caravan, the most economical form of transport in Persia, is withdrawn 
from a stony or neglected track long before the mule or donkey caravan. Competition 
being withdrawn, rates rise and trade suffers. 

My Board venture to suggest, in view of these contradictory reports, that His 
Britannic Majesty’s Vice-Consul at Ahwaz be instructed to take note of the complaints 
made by the muleteers, and to visit the road this spring to report on its condition 
(1) in respect of fitness for the passage of mercantile caravans, and (2) in comparison 
with the condition in which it was originally handed over to the Bakhtiari Chiefs. We 
should be pleased to engage Mr. Parry, who has now' a wide knowledge of road-making 
in Persia, to accompany His Britannic Majesty’s Vice-Consul on the journey, and to 
furni-.li evidence as to the second point as well as to tender any expert advice. His 
charges (which we estimate at 4/. 4s. per day, including travelling expenses) for the 
actual days out from Ahwaz we should subsequently include in our account for 
repairs. 

My Board consider tliat, inasmuch as this road was built tor the purpose of 
providing a new trade route for British commerce, and was therefore charged to the 
Chiefs at bare out-of-pocket cost, the Company is entitled to demand that the Chiefs 
should not be permitted to allow the road to deteriorate from the condition in which it 
was handed over to them, especially as it is now' paying the Chiefs handsome dividends. 
My Board perceive with regret that the fitful expenditure by the Chiefs on surface 
repairs, .and the cost involved in sending independent expeditions to preserve the bridges 
only, cause an annual charge for repairs quite out of proportion to the results achieved. 
For this reason the Company is still prepared to accept the onerous duty of directing 
upkeep expenditure on the conditions expressed in my letters of the 22nd March and 
9th October, 1905, but the Chiefs should agree that the sum to be allocated to general 
repairs should now be increased to 50,000 krans, seeing that they were disposed to pay 
10,000 krans last year and 10,000 krans this year for current repairs, in addition to the 
30,000 krans proposed by them for general repairs. I am directed in this connection to 
request your consideration of the last paragraph of my letter of the 9th October, 1905. 
Our proposal is extremely modest—that the Legation, and perhaps also the Chiefs, 
should accept in principle that the Company should have reasonable remuneration 
for their services. Such remuneration might take the usual form of a commission on all 
expenditure. 

As regards the bridges, it is, as you know, essential that these should be overhauled 
after the winter, and before the passage over them of the numerous caravans, as well as 
migratory tribes with all their flocks and herds. We are therefore obliged to send up 
our engineer as usual to overhaul them this spring. The cost of this work will be passed 
as usual to our account with the Chiefs for repairs. This account was last made up and 
a copy submitted to you in my letter of the 29th November, 1905. We have not yet 
received payment. 

Lastly, w'itli reference to the capital account, the Imperial Bank of Persia, 
Ispahan, advised our Agent there on the 16th November last that they were receiving 
from the Chiefs for our account 27,283 krans. My Board have already submitted their 
views on the subject of capital reimbursement, but we shall feel obliged if you will kindly 
inform us whether His Britannic Majesty’s Legation is cognizant* of this payment, 
and in what manner the Legation wishes to allocate it. Iam to protest against payment 
of such sums in Ispahan as irregular. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) FRANK BOTTOMLEY, Secretary. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 171. 

Messrs. Lynch Brothers to Persian Transport Company. 

(Extract.) Ahwaz, November 8, 1905. 

Bakhtiari Road .—We have just had a large caravan in this morning, consisting of 
100 camels. The head man of this caravan complains very much of tho condition of 
the track, and the charvadars are refusing to take other than very light loads on their 
return journey. They say that if we cannot comply with their demand, they will return 
to Ispahan by way of Shiraz. We shall no doubt be able to talk them round all right, 
but the fact remains that the road is in a bad condition, and unless something be done 
[1618] 2 S 
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in the near future we shall have to anticipate worse troubles later on. As it is, we may 
take it for granted that these camelteers will not again attempt to work on the road 
until the bad places are repaired. They complain more especially of three bad places, 
viz., Mulwarrie, Shellil, and Godar. The first of these places is, they say, very rough 
with loose stones, which render travelling very tedious and tiring to the animals. The 
second bad place—Shellil—is where the track has been cut on the side of a hill. There 
is not sufficient room for a loaded camel to pass, and one side being somewhat precipi¬ 
tous, renders the place extremely dangerous. The third place referred to is that steep 
hill going up from Godar bridge. The road here has become very rough and full of 
loose stones; it is also considerably rain-washed. Not only are these particular places 
bad, but the road generally is dilapidated, and the track is going from bad to worse, 
and the sooner repairs are effected the better—delay will be fatal. We have a winter 
coming on, and, bad as the road is at the present time, its condition next spring after 
the rain and snow may be easily imagined. It is difficult enough to obtain animals as it 
is, and it will be doubly so later on unless something is done. 


Inclosure 2 m No. 171. 

Messrs. Lynch Brothers to Persian Transport Company. 

(Extract.) Ispahan, November 9, 1905. 

MAY we request you to let us know it anything has definitely been settled 
regarding repairs on this road ? A good deal of the increase of traffic depends 
upon the expected thorough repairing of this road, and unless something is done 
promptly towards it we are not hopeful of sending down a large number of camels 
next spring. 


[6580] No. 172. 

India Office to foreign Office.—(Received February 23.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under- 
Secretaiy of State for foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morlcy, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram to the Viceroy, dated the 22nd instant, relative to the case of a Persian 
resident in .Bahrein. 

India Office, February 22, 1900. 


Inclosure in No. 172. 

Mr. Morlcy to Government of India. 

(Telegraphic.) P. India Office, February 22, 1900. 

TELEGRAM has been received from Charge d’Affaires, Tehran, relative to case 
of a Persian subject, resident in Bahrein, who has committed offence on board British 
ship in the harbour there. Political Agent, Bahrein, considers that man deserves 
two years’ imprisonment, but his powers enable him to try British subjects only. 
Grant Duff requests instructions how to deal with the case, facts of which lie says 
have been communicated to you by Resident in the Persian Gulf. Please let me have 
your views; it is necessary to take into consideration objection to raising jurisdiction 
question with Persian Government. 


[6615] No. 173. 

Director of Military Operations to Foreign Office.—(Received February 23.) 

THE Director of Military Operations presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and begs to forward herewith some observations 
on Mr E. Grant Duff ’s No. 272, dated the 23rd December, 1905, as requested in his 
letter dated the 16th February, 1906. 

General Staff, Winchester House, 

St. James's Square, London, February 22, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 173. 

Observations on Lieutenant-Colonel Douglass Report on the “ New Road from Kazvin to 

Hamadan .” 

THE importance of this new road, as a road, lies in the fact that it directly connects 
Enzeli and Kazvin with the main trade route, Tehran- Hamadan-Baghdad. 

2. Lieutenant-Colonel Douglas’s opinion in the concluding paragraph of his Report, 
namely, that the road “ has not been made with any intention of converting it into a 
railway,” cannot, it is thought, be accepted without reservation. The construction of a 
railway on much of the alignment of the road seems possible, and the steep gradients 
could be overcome by tunnels or deviations. The question, it appears, in one of 
Russia’s ultimate objective. If it be her purpose to link up her railway system with 
the Konia-Baghdad line, the first step would appnrently be a line linking Enzeli with 
Hamadan, and the shortest way appears to be that followed by the road in question. 
An intention of this kind on her part receives colour from the statement of Ilis 
Majesty’s Consular Agent at Kermanshah that he had “heard privately that the 
engineers of the Russian Kazvin-Hamadan road have stated that their Company intend 
to apply for a concession to extend their road to Kermanshah.” 

3. Such a line ivould, moreover, bring Hamadan, and, therefore, the main trade 
route between Tehran and Baghdad, into connection with the Erivan-J ulfa Railway, the 
extension of which is projected to pass through Kazvin. 

4. A railway joining Enzeli, Kazvin, and Hamadan would, moreover, bring the 
first-mentioned place considerably nearer to the head of the Persian Gulf, a point 
worthy of consideration in view of the recent Russian press campaign regarding the 
Persian Gulf. 

5. These considerations, and the statement made by the Mushir-el-Mulk to 
Mr. Spring-Rice, seem to justify a modification of the opinion expressed by Lieutenant- 
Colonel Douglas. 


[6472] No. 174 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 22.) 

(No. .53.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 22, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India and Bushire :— 

“ Hen jam. 

“ I addressed a note to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh in the sense of your telegram 
No. S of the ‘Jth ultimo. In reply, his Highness informed me yesterday verbally that, 
the only right to which the Persian Government could regard us as entitled was to 
the houses of which mention is made in the original concession of the year 1868. If, 
his Excellency added, His Majesty’s Government wished to hold land at Henjam, they 
must ask the Shall for a grant in the usual manner. 

“ It was in vain that I pointed out that the Telegraph Department had held the 
land for twelve years without the Persian Government raising any protest, and that 
the water supply had cost them large sums. I said that it was unreasonable of the 
Persian Government to expect Europeans to live on the island unless a sufficient 
extent of land were placed under their control. 

“ I am to-day addressing a note to the Persian Government in the sense of your 
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telegram No. 34, the substanee of which I have already communicated verbally to the 
Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

“ His Excellency promised to inquire of the Grand Vizier as to the reported 
intention of the Persian Government to use coercive measures against the Arabs. He 
himself professed ignorance of any such intention.” 


[5895] No. 175. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 32.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 23, 1900. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 22 of the 31st ultimo, forwarding your 
correspondence with the Persian Government respecting the heating administered by 
the Vazir of Ears to a witness who had been sent to him by His Majesty’s Consul at 
Shiraz. 

I approve the terms of the note addressed by you to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh on 
this subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[6661J No. 170. 

India Office to Foreign Office—(Received February 24.) 

Sir, India Office , February 23, 1906. 

IN cent iuu.ilioii of my letter of the 3rd instant, inclosing a copy of a telegram, dated 
the 1st February, to the Viceroy, and a note by the Director of Military Operations 
regarding the dispatch of troops to Persia in the event of disturbances in that country, 
and with special reference to my letter of the 18th ultimo, lam directed by Mr. Secretary 
Morley to transmit, for the consideration of the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
a copy of the reply of the Government of India to the telegram mentioned above. 

I am, &c 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 170. 
Government of India to Mr. Morley. 


(Teleirraphic.) 1*. February 15, 1900. 

YOLU telegram of tin* 1st instant as toguaids lor Persia. 

While winter conditions prevail cavalry would be unable to cross ranges between 
Uushire and Ispahan. It was for this reason that in our telegram of the lltli ultimo 
we proposed infantry as having better chance of getting through the country, Risk 
involved in sending small parties across Persia was fully recognized by us when we 
undertook, subject to condition which will be within your recollection, to decide 
whether that risk might reasonably be incurred. We have since received Sir A. 
llardinge’s note of the 23rd December, and other information which indicates that 
situation in Persia may become critical at any moment owing to want of funds. So 
far the only question we have considered is that of strengthening guards of British 
Legation and Gonsulates against temporary disturbances. We observe that, in letter 
from Foreign Olliee of the 28th December, the suggestion was made that force should 
be made available for dispatch with least possible delay to Tehran, or any other 
part of Persia, should necessity arise owing to disturbances or other causes. If His 
Majesty’s Government contemplate the more serious measures which appear to be 
indicated in the Foreign Olliee letter of the 28th December, we shall no doubt be 
informed at the earliest possible date, as the arrangements for the dispatch of the 
necessary force would require discussion and time for preparation. 
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[6812] No. 177. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received February 24.) 

Sir, India Office, February 23, 1900. 

I AM directed by Mr. Secretary Morley to acknowledge receipt of Mr. Campbell’s 
letter of the 10th instant, forwarding, for his concurrence, the draft of a telegram 
which the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs proposes to address to His Majesty’s 
Charge d’Affaires at Tehran with reference to the action to be taken to obtain from the 
Persian Government reparation for the attack on Colonel Douglas and Captain Lorimer 
in Luristan. 

In reply I am to say that, in Mr. Morley’s opinion, the claim to compensation is 
not at all a strong one, and he would be glad to know whether Sir E. Grey shares this 
view, and, if so, whether the proposed telegram should not be modified. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) HORACE WALPOLE. 


[6665] No. 178. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received February 24.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of inclosures 
in a letter from the Foreign Secretary to the Government of India, dated the 25th 
ultimo, relative to Henjam affairs. 

India Office, February 23, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 178. 

The Political Resident in the Persian Gulf to Government of India. 

(Telegraphic.) 11. Bushire, January 10, 1906. 

COPY of Foreign Olliee letter to the India Office dated the 27th October, and 
copy of Henjam Concession 1808, as now furnished by Mushir-ed-Dowleh, and in which 
only accommodation is mentioned, and not any grant of land, have just been received 
by me from the Legation. There is no difficulty about amicable arrangement of details 
between Director-General, Customs, and self; but to this end, what 1 need are 
instructions as to the pronouncement which must of necessity be made at the same 
time to the Arab community, and must be accompanied by such precautions as to 
insure safety of our staff. 

Addressed to Government of India. I have repeated this telegram to Tehran, as 
well as that of the 0th instant. 


[6825] No. 179. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 24.) 

(No. 54.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran , February 23, 1906. 

FOLLOWING sent to India to-day 

“ The Armenians of Tehran have forwarded me a communication drawing attention 
to the attempts of the Calcutta newspaper ‘ Habl-ul-Matin ’ to excite anti-Armenian 
agitation in Persia. The circulation of this paper in Persia is very large, and in 
view of the approach of Moharrcm and of the troubles in the Caucasus such propaganda 
constitutes a real danger. 

“ I trust that the further publication of objectionable articles may be prevented.’’ 
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[6830] No. 180. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 24.) 

(No. 55.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, February 24, 1906 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 

“ In view of the attempts of the Russian Consulate in Seistan to make politieal 
capital out of the plague outbreak, Uis Majesty’s Consul there has proposed, for the 
consideration of the Government of India, the two following alternatives : 

“ 1. That, should Russian intrigue fail to develop to an extent materially injurious 
to our interests, we should advise the Persian Government that the Government of 
India, fully confident of the ability of the Persian Frontier Officer and the Director of 
Customs to suppress the plague, and to prevent its spreading to Persian provinces or 
to British territory, propose that the Sanitary Council be dissolved, and that full 
powers he eon ['erred on the Persian officials mentioned above, with liberty to ask advice 
on purely medical questions from the British and Russian doctors. 

“ 2. Should more pronounced action he found necessary owing to the flagrancy of 
Russian intrigue, that the removal of the Russian Consulate Doctor from the Council 
should he demanded, on the ground that he persistently utilizes his position to gain 
political advantage.” 

'flu* dissolution of the Seistan Council would probably be objected to by the 
Tehran Sanitary Council, and they would probably advise the Persian Government not 
to entertain the suggestion. The Persian Government, on their side, view with the 
greatest suspicion any proposal regarding Seistan emanating from us. 

The Government of India are disposed to accept the first of Captain Macpherson’s 
alternative proposals, lmt a possible solution, in view of the attempt which is being 
made to come to some understanding with Russia, might be to induce the Government 
of Russia to send instructions to their officials in Seistan to modify the attitude which 
they at present adopt, at least for so long as the plague continues. 

Lf this last suggestion should not be practicable, I should be inclined to concur 
with thi* view taken by the Government of India, and, with your sanction, would 
propose to sound the Persian Government as to whether they would be willing to 
dissolve the Seistan Council. 


[6369J No. 181. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, Feb) nary 24, 1906. 

I AM directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to transmit to you herewith, to be laid 
before the Secretary of State for India, copy of Sir A. Jlardinge’s observations on the 
points raised in your letter of the 31st August last, relative to the organization of a 
Russian service of motor cars for the transport of goods to Tehran, and the measures 
which might he adopted in order to prevent possible injury to British commerical 
interests. 

It will he observed that Sir A. Hardinge considers that an arrangement might 
without difficulty be concluded with the Sani-ed-Dowleh, enabling British motor cars to 
run on the Ispahan, Teluan and Southern Persia roads. He furthers expresses his views 
as to the present condition of these roads, the possible improvement of communications 
in Southern Persia, and the probable cost of measures undertaken for such a purpose. 

I am to state that Sir E. Grey will be glad to consider any proposals which Mr. 
Morley, or the Government of India, may wish to make on the subject. 

Sir E. Grey requests, however, that Mr. Morley’s attention may be drawn to the 
letter from the Board of Trade of the 29th ultimo (forwarded to your Department on 
the 7th instant), containing notes of an interview with Mr. MacLean, the London 
manager of the Persian Transport Company. It will be seen that Mr. MacLean, who, 
as Mr. Morley is aware, possesses an exceptionally intimate knowledge of Persia, and of 
Persian commercial questions, takes an unfavourable view with regard to the prospects 
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of motor traction in Persia at the present moment, and is inclined to doubt the utility, 
from a practical point of view, of certain of the proposals made for the construction or 
improvement of communications in order to facilitate motor traffic. It is in any case 
evident that the Transport Company, on whose co-operation the success of such schemes 
would be mainly, if not entirely, dependent, regard them as likely to prove unremunerative, 
and would be unwilling to embark upon them unless assured of the financial support of 
His Majesty’s Government, or the Government of India. 

Sir E. Grey is not aware what view the Government of India are likely to take of 
this question. But, as regards the attitude to be adopted by His Majesty’s Governimnt, 
he is opinion, and would suggest for Mr. Morlcy’s consideration, that, while private 
enterprise should receive a full measure of moral and diplomatic support, the Lords 
Commissioners of the Treasury could not reasonably be expected to sanction a 
Government guarantee of, or expenditure from, British funds on undertakings of such a 
nature. It appears to him doubtful whether financial sacrifices would be justified by 
corresponding political advantages; moreover, from a political point of view, he does 
not consider that it should be the policy of His Majesty’s Government to embark on 
any new r enterprises in Persia at the present moment. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[6837] No. 182. 

Mi. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received February 25.) 

(No. 45.) 

(Telegraphic.) R. St. Petersburgh, February 25, 1906. 

PERSIA. 

In answer to my inquiry relative to a paragraph in the official Messenger, 
Director of First Department informs me that a Commission is being sent to Persia to 
inspect and report on the work on Enzeli-Teliran and Jalfa-Tabreez roads, just 
completed. Russian Consuls at Tabreez and Resht arc members of the Commission. 
There is no question of railway. 

(Sent to Tehran.) 


[6914] No. 183. 

Sir A ? . O Conor to Sir Edward Grey,—(Received February 26.) 

(No. 109.) ' 

Constantinople, February 21, 1906. 

M1J1I reference to my despatch No. 921 of the 18th December, I have the 
honour to forward herewith a despatch from the Military Attache to 11 is Majesty’s 
Embassy, reporting a movement of Persian troops towards' the Turkish frontier. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) N. R. O’CONOR. 


' Inclosure in No. 183. 

Colonel Surtees to Sir N. O’Conor 

(No. 9.) 

^ ll ’ t \ vn • Constantinople, February 20, 1906. 

1 J1A \ E the honour to bring to your notice that the Persian Governor of Luristan, 
Sarim-us-Sultaneb, has arrived Avith a large force of mounted men at Badrai, which is 
situated about 130 miles due east of Bagdad, and lias encamped there. 

Tins movement was reported to Constantinople on the 15th instant by the officer 
in command of the A 1th “ Ordu from his headquarters at Bagdad, who stated that 
m view of such a demonstration of force, lie had ordered the necessary dispositions to 

D0 tQKGIl. 

This action on the part of Persia would appear to have been taken either as an 
answer to the menacing attitude of the Turks in the Wazna district, or as a precaution 
against a possible attempted seizure by the Turks of the disputed Seyyid Ilassan lands. 
It is to he observed that the distance from Badrai to Bagdad is scarcely longer 











Ilian that from the Wazna district to Tabreez, and, in point of time, probably much 
shorter. The Persians, therefore, if they contemplate the possibility of hostilities, have 
probably adopted a course strategically sound. 

I. have, &c. 

(Signed) H. CONYERS SURTEES, Military Attache'. 


[7198] No. 184. 

India Office to Foreigyi Office. —( Received February 28.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a Secret 
despatch to the Government of India, dated the 10th instant, relative to the Henjam- 
Bunder Abbas cable. 

India Office , February 27, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 184. 

Mr. Morley to Government of India. 

(Secret.) 

My Lord, India Office , February 16, 1906. 

WTJ'Il reference to the papers forwarded to me under cover of your Secretary’s 
letter of the 21st. December, 1905, I transmit herewith, for the information of your 
Excellency's Government, copy of correspondence with the Foreign Office in regard to 
the suggestion that the land line of the Henjam-Bunder Abbas telegraph should be 
run through the British Consulate at Bunder Abbas before it is carried into the Persian 
()llice. 

Your Excellency will observe that, while the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
sees no objection to the scheme if it can be arranged on technical grounds, he is of 
opinion that, if the Persian Government were to take serious objection to it, it could 
not well be pressed. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) JOHN MORLEY. 


1 6830] No. 185. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff 

(No. ;;ti.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, February 28, I960. 

PI .At IUE in Seistan. 

With reference to your telegram No. 55 of 24th February, it would be better to 
meet Russian intrigues locally, but if it becomes necessary to take more vigorous 
action, we must follow the proper course and make representations to the Russian 
Government through His Majesty’s Charge d’Alfaires at St. Petersburgh. If this 
becomes necessary, I must be furnished with full details of the acts complained of, 
as it will be difficult to substantiate charges. 

It is specially desirable to avoid any friction at this moment, and it is doubtful 
whether the Russian Government, the Tehran Sanitary Council, or the Persian 
Government would consent to the removal of the Russian doctor or the dissolution 
of the Seistan Council. 

Besides the difficulty of grounds on which such demands could be based, the 
Russians would certainly resent the proposal to remove the doctor, and the manner 
in which that proposal was made. 


[7400] 


No. 186. 

Imperial Bank of Persia to Foreign Office.—(Received March 1.) 

Sir, 25, Abchurch Lane, London, March 1, 1906. 

ON the 11th January last I addressed to your predecessor in office an important 
letter, in which I explained certain difficulties which had arisen in the financial 
relations of the Imperial Bank of Persia with the Persian Government. I venture to 
inclose a copy of this letter, for which I have the honour to solicit your consideration 
and that of the Secretary of State, and on which the Board of the Imperial Bank would 
be glad to be furnished with the views and wishes of His Majesty’s Government. The 
situation as described in that letter is altered by the failure of the Shah’s Government 
to meet the promissory note for the overdraft, and by the personal appeal of the Shah, 
in the Memorandum, or “ Dastkhat,” addressed to his Minister in London, to the 
Imperial Bank to meet his wishes, as expressed to me by his Minister, and accept 
drafts on the southern customs in lieu of the promissory note, payable by instalments 
spread over three or four years. The urgency of this request, and the difficulty of 
refusing this accommodation to the Sovereign of the State in which the Imperial Bank 
does business, form my excuse for troubling you. A copy of the Shah’s letter is here¬ 
with inclosed. 

I have, then, the honour to inquire whether the Imperial Bank would be 
supported by His Majesty’s Government in any future difficulty which might arise 
from a compliance with the wishes of the Shah for a prolongation of the term of 
repayment of the overdraft beyond the limits of the Bank’s concession. For it must be 
considered that this overdraft was not a voluntary loan, but merely the honouring of 
cheques drawn by the Persian Government in a time of great difficulty during the 
Shah’s absence from his country, which the Imperial Bank could not, with any 
propriety, have refused. The overdraft was made in reliance on the payment of a loan 
by the Indian Government to Persia through the Imperial Bank, which loan, we under¬ 
stood from the Foreign Office, was sanctioned and ready to be forthwith granted. 

Unless some assistance be rendered by the British Government to Persia, the 
Board of the Imperial Bank cannot but fear that a serious crisis may result. They are 
unwiUing to refuse a personal request of the Shah, but, without some specific assurance 
of support from the Foreign Office, which has never been denied them in difficult 
circumstances, and without which their position in Persia would be untenable, they are 
unwilling to increase their responsibilities, which are already causing them some 
anxiety. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) LEPEL GRIFFIN, Chairman. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 186. 

Imperial Bank of Persia to Foreign Office, dated January 11, 1906. 
[Already printed.] 


Inclosure 2 in No. 186. 

The Atabeg-i-Azam to the Persian Minister in London. 

(Translation.) 

(Telegraphic.) February (?) 24, 1906. 

YOUR Highness’ telegram has been laid before His Imperial Majesty, who has 
issued a “ Dastkhat ” (Rescript), which I hereby communicate to you in full:— 

“ Ala-os-Sultaneh, 

“ I have seen the telegram which you had dispatched to his Highness the Atabeg-i- 
Azam in reference to the Imperial Bank’s overdraft account, and have become 
acquainted with the discussion you have had on the subject with the Chairman of the 
Bank. I want you particularly to arrange this matter with the Chairman as soon as 
possible in the manner telegraphed to you by his Highness the Atabog-i-Azam, and 
thereby set our mind at rest.” 
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[7396] 


No. 187. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 1.) 

(No. 57.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, March 1, 1906. 

FOLLOWING sent to St. Petersburg]! :— 

“ Your telegram of the 25th February. 

“ British Acting Consul-General at Tabreez reports that the Julfa-Tabreez road is 
almost finished, and that a Russian Commission is expected at Tabreez shortly to take 
it over.” 


[7418] No. 188. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 1.) 

(No. 58.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, March 1, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India :— 


“Witness beaten by Deputy Governor of Fars. 

“ No apology has been offered to His Majesty’s Consul by the Deputy Governor. 


[6812] 


No. 189. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 


Sir, Foreign Office, March 1, 1906. 

1 AM directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 23rd ultimo, suggesting a modification of the terms of the telegram which it is 
proposed to address to llis Majesty’s Charge d’Afi'aires at Tehran, relative to the action 
to be taken in order to obtain from the Persian Government reparation for the attack 
on Colonel Douglas and Captain Lorimer in Luristan. 

Sir E. Grey, while prepared to admit that the claim for compensation may not be a 
strong one, desires to point out, for the consideration of the Secretary of State for 
India, that there has been nothing in flu* action or attitude of the Persian Government 
since the delivery to them of Sir A. Ilardinge’s note of the 11th January, 1905, which 
would justify a modification of the views then expressed on behalf of His Majesty’s 
Government. Tie considers, moreover, that to leave the Persian note of the 31st 
December, 1905, without a rejoinder would imply acquiescence in the contentions of 
the Persian Government, and might also have the effect of encouraging resistance on 
I heir part to other British demands. 

1 am therefore to express Sir E. Grey’s hope that Mr. Morley will concur in the 
teims of the amended draft telegram to Mr. Grant Duff, copy of which is herewith 
inclosed/' 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


T7632J 


No. 190. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received March 3.) 


Sir, India Office, March 3, 1906. 

1 AM directed by Mr. Secretary Morley to acknowledge Sir E. Gorst’s letter of the 
1st instant relative to the action to be taken in order to obtain from the Persian 
Government reparation for the attack on Colonel Douglas and Captain Lorimer in 
Luristan. 

In reply, I am to say that, in view of Sir E. Grey’s opinion, Mr. Morley is prepared 
to concur in the terms of the amended draft telegram to Mr. Grant Duff. 

T am, &c. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


Not priuted. 
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[7638] No. 191. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 3 .) 

(No. 60.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, March 3, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India and Seistan:— 

“ Water Award. Your telegram No. 91 of the 1st December. 

“ I have received a reply in the following sense to my note to the Persian 
Government:— 

“ ‘ Yamin-i-Nizam has been instructed to withdraw the' letter, which he was not 
authorized to send. 

“ * In the opinion of the Persian Government the Award is prejudicial to their 
interests, and the following are the reasons for which they ask for its amendment:— 

“ ‘ 1. The Goldsmid Award has not been followed by the Arbitrator, who has 
only adopted the interpretation which the British Foreign Office put upon it. 

“ £ The Persians are deprived of the right of opening up old canals and constructing 
new ones, which is conceded to the Afghans, since the canals lie in Afghan territory. 
A large tract of Persian soil will thus be left uncultivated. 

“ ‘ 2. The share of water given to the Persians only suffices to irrigate 200,000 
acres of land, although the Arbitrator was aware that the Persians possess over 500,000. 
The cultivated lands held by the Persians being double in extent of those held by the 
Afghans, Persia claims two-thirds of the water instead of the one-third awarded 
to her. 

“ £ 3. Persian peasants will emigrate to Afghan territory, where cultivation will 
be rendered possible. 

“ ‘ 4. The Goldsmid Award contains no reference to any restriction regarding 
the alienation of water to a third party. The application of this restriction to Persia 
alone is against her honour, and it should be applied equally to Afghanistan. 

“ * 5. The appointment of a permanent irrigation officer would have been 
unnecessary if judgment had been given in accordance with Goldsmid Award.’ ” 


[7362] No. 192. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 38.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, March 3, 1906. 

AS regards compensation for the attack on Colonel Douglas and Captain Lorimer, 
dealt with in your despatch No. 2 of the 3rd January, you should inform the Persian 
Government that, in our opinion, the dilatory and inefficient measures taken by them 
lor the punishment of the culprits, together with the unsatisfactory nature of the 
results achieved, preclude any modification in the attitude of His Majesty’s Government. 

You should also urge them to take advantage of the present season to secure the 
punishment of the Lurs, and if you have not already done so, you should address the 
Salar-ed-Dowleh in similar terms. 


[7400] No. 193. 

Foreign Office to Imperial Bank of Persia. 

Sh, _ ^ _ Foreign Office, March 3, 1906. 

I AM directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 1st. instant relative to certain difficulties which have arisen in the financial 
relations of the Imperial Bank of Persia with the Persian Government, and to inform 
you that this letter, anti your previous communication of the 11th January last, 
have received the careful consideration of His Majesty’s Government. 

It would appear that the Persian Government, finding themselves unable to meet 
the promissory note to the Imperial Bank for an overdraft incurred in the course of 
last summer, have requested the bank to accept, in lieu of immediate repayment, drafts 
on the southern customs payable in instalments, that the bank desire to accommodate 
the Persian Government in the matter, but that they are reluctant to do so unless His 
Majesty’s Government will give them a specific assurance of support. 
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Sir E. Grey notes your statement that the overdraft in question was made in 
reliance on the grant of pecuniary assistance to Persia by the Government of India 
through the intermediary of the Imperial Bank, but he cannot admit that the offer of a 
loan on certain conditions to the Persian Government, which they did not at the time 
show any disposition to entertain, can be held to render His Majesty’s Government in 
any way responsible for the action taken by the Imperial Bank in the matter. 

The question whether the Imperial Bank should accept the proposal now made by 
the Persian Government to extend the term for the repayment of the overdraft is not, 
in Sir E.'Grey’s opinion, one in which His Majesty’s Government can undertake 
the responsibility of offering advice. The Imperial Bank are themselves best able to 
judge the merits of the proposal, both from the point of view of finance and of 
expediency, and it is for them to decide the matter in accordance with what they 
conceive to be their truest interests. 

I am to add that, in the event of the Persian Government failing to fulfil their 
engagements to the Imperial Bank, your Directors may rely in the future, as in the 
past, on a full measure of diplomatic support from His Majesty’s Government through 
the British Legation at Tehran. But you will readily understand that it is impossible 
for His Majesty’s Government to incur any financial liability for such operations as the 
bank may feel called upon to undertake. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[76601 No. 194. 

Mr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 5.) 

(No. 141. Confidential.) 

Sir, St. Petersburgh, February 18, 1906. 

ON receipt of your telegram No. 42 of the 17th instant, relative to the reported 
intention of the Imperial Bank of Persia to make an advauce to the Persian Govern¬ 
ment on certain conditions, one of which was the acceptance by Persia of the Seistan 
Water Award, I prepared a private letter to Count Lamsdorff, copy of which is 
inclosed, informing lum that the rumour was groundless. I called on M. Hartwig, 
the Director of the Asiatic Department, and handed him the letter with the request 
that he would communicate it to Count Lamsdorff. 

He at once expressed his satisfaction, and said that the rumour had probably 
been due to tho desire of the Persian Government to excite Russian apprehensions in 
order to obtain the wished for loan. I observed that a similar policy was followed 
with regard to ourselves, and that I hoped an end would be put, by a frank 
interchange of ideas, to a state of things which enabled Persia to play off England 
against Russia and Russia against England. 

M. Hartwig agreed, and added that the Russian Government would not have 
attached much importance to this rumour, if it were not for the fact that the 
MacMahon Water Award had been mentioned as one of tho terms of the loan, and 
that according to recent reports the result of the Seistan Water Award would be to 
cut off' the water supply from Seistan and to turn the country into a desert. As you 
are aware, the facts of the case are that Persia will obtain more water under the 
MacMahon Award than was ever obtained before, and M. llartwig’s assertion shows 
the partial character of the reports which have reached him. He went on to say that 
the Award had been kept secret; that the evil was aggravated by the fact that the 
map showing the Award had been confided to the Karguzar of Seistan with the 
promise to keep it secret—an assertion which M. Hartwig had already made to 
Sir Charles lLardinge, as reported in his despatch No. 573 of the 20th September. 
The tenour of his remarks was, in fact, the same as that already recorded, and led 
naturally to the conclusion that the details of the Award should be communicated to 
the Russian Government, in order that they might be enabled to form a judgment as 
to its equity, lie did not, however, allude to what he had told Sir Charles Hardinge, 
namely, that the Russian War Department was responsible for the objections to the 
Award on the ground that the fertility of Seistan would be thereby diminished, nor 
did he mention a Commission of Inquiry. He, however, insisted with some 
earnestness that tho frank communication of the Award would be of assistance in 
improving Anglo-Russian relations in Persia. 
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Speaking more generally, lie said that be expected soon to go to Persia as. 
Minister, and that he hoped that he would be instrumental in arriving at an arrange¬ 
ment between the two countries. I reciprocated the desire, and asked him what he 
thought the basis of such an agreement would be. He said Central Asia and Persia 
presented no difficulties; the assurances already exchanged between the two Govern¬ 
ments, in regard to the relations of Afghanistan, the guaranteeing of the independence 
and integrity of Persia and the security of the succession to the Throne, were a wide 
and firm basis on which an agreement could be constructed. 

He repeated the assurances already made to Sir Charles Hardinge as to the 
absurdity of the idea of a Russian invasion of India. He then added that the main 
point—that on which Russia laid most stress—was the question of Article II of the 
Treaty of 1871 relative to the closing of the Bosphorus and Dardanelles. If Russia 
received satisfaction on this point, which was so wounding to her dignity, she would 
be easily dealt with on other matters, 

I observed that the question of the straits was one that concerned other Powers 
besides ourselves. Not to speak of Prance, to whom, in regard to this question, we 
were very specially bound, there were other Powers who would have to be considered. 

M. Hartwig replied that he was aware that any attempt at agreement which 
Russia and England might make would be carefully watched, and, where possible, 
thwarted, by the inevitable jealousy of Germany; but that he hoped that the recent 
object-lesson which had been presented to Europe would be a sufficient warning, and 
that we should constantly bear it in mind. 

With regard to his definite request, namely, that the Seistan Award should be 
communicated to the Russian Government, I said that I would communicate it to you, 
but that I held out no hopes that it would be complied with. I venture to suggest 
that, if this step be adopted, it should only be taken as a part of a more general 
exchange of views with the Russian Government. 

I have, &o. 

(Signed) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 


Inclosure in No. 194. 

Mr Spring-Rice to Count Lamsdorff. 

(Personnelle et Confidentielle.) 

M. le Ministre, St. Petersbourg, le 4 (17) Fevrier, 1906. 

JE me suis empress^ de porter a la counaissance de mon Gouvernement le 
contenu de votre lettre du 2 (15) Fevrier au sujet du bruit qui vous Gait parvenu, 
selon lequel le Gouvernement Pcrsan serait en pourparlers avee la Banque Imperiale 
de Perse en vue de conclure un emprunt de 150,000/., dont les pretendues conditions 
etaient nffime exposdes en detail. 

C’est avec un vrai plaisir que je vous fais savoir a present, par l’instruction de 
mon Gouvernement, que le bruit en question—auquel, du rcste, je n’ai attache, dos le 
premier moment, aucunc importance—est totalement d6nue de fondement et quo, au 
eontraire, la Banque Impfiriale de Perse s’cfforee a riieure qu’il est de se faire 
rembourser par le Gouvernement du Schali une partie de l’argcnt qu’elle a ddja perdu 
[? pret6]. 

II me parait possible que cette histoire proviont de la memo source, et a 6td 
fabriquee dans le memo but que les bruits de pareille nature au sujet de projets 
d’emprunt Russes qui nous sont parvenus de temps en temps. 

Je me permets, en conclusion, de remercicr bion eordialcment votre Excellence de 
la parfaite franchise dorit elle a fait preuve en portant aussitdt a la connaissance de 
mon Gouvernement les renseignements qui lui dtaient, parvenus. 

Veuillcz, &c. 

(Signd) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 

[7661] No. 195. 

Mr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 5d 

(No. 142.) 

Sir, St. Petersburgh, February 19, 1906. 

1 HAVE the honour to inform you, with reference to my despatch No. 141 of the 
18th February, that Count Lamsdorff stated to me to-day that he had received your 
[1018J 2 X 
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communication relative to the rumoured loan to Persia with great satisfaction. He 
added : “ Is not this the best way of settling our difficulties between ourselves ? ” 

X hSVG &c 

(Signed) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 


[7668J No. 196. 

Mr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 5.) 

(No. 149. Confidential.) 

Sir, St. Petersburgh, February 28, 1906. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 141 of the 18th instant, relative'to the 
Seistan Water Award, I notice in the Confidential print “ Diary for Seistan and Kain 
No. 42 for the period 1st to 8th December, 1905,” that Captain MacPherson observes 
that the false idea seems to prevail in Seistan that the one-third share of water 
allotted to Persia was calculated at the Band-i-Kohat, and not higher up the river at 
Bandar-i-Kamal Khan; which would give Persia a much larger share of water than 
if the division were to take place lower down. 

He states that the Russians and the Karguzar (who possessed a copy of the 
Award) had probably suppressed this very material fact. 

It is quite probable that the Russian Foreign Office is also in the dark as to this 
aspect of the ease, and it might perhaps be desirable (on the supposition that the two 
Governments now desire to lx; perfectly frank with one another) that at any rate some 
particulars as to the Awaid might be unofficially communicated to the Russian 
Government, who seem to be under the impression that some material point is 
purposely being kept hack. 

There art' no doubt, reasons against communicating the plans and surveys in 
r.vtenao which accompanied the Award, and which might be of service to the Russian 
military authorities at some future date, but would not he necessary for explanations 
sufficient to satisfy the Russians if they are raising objections in good faith in the 
interests of Persia. 

It is true that the omission in the Award of any reference to the contingency of 
the Afghans reopening the old canal near Bandar-i-Kamal Khan and restoring to 
fertility the now desert tract of Tarakun might, in Sir Arthur Haulinge’s opinion, 
give rise to criticism. 

1 submit, however, for consideration, whether it might he as well to take an 
opportunity of communicating unofficially, in order to avoid misunderstandings, the 
actual text of the Award, as there can he little doubt that sooner or later the Persians 
themselves will communicate it. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 


[7672] No. 197. 

Mr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 5.) 

(No. 153.) 

Sir, St. Petersburgh , February 28, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to inform you that on the 2tth instant a notice appeared in 
the “ Government Gazette ” to the effect that a Commission was leaving for Persia 
composed of the President of the administration of the Enzeli-Tehran and Tabreez 
Railway Companies, the Persian Insurance and Transport Company, and several 
Government officials for the purpose of taking over the recently finished roads from 
linzeli to Rosht, Kazvin to Ramadan, and .Tulfa to Tabreez. 

The notice added that tin; Commission included a Representative of the 
Ministry of Foreign Adairs, the Consul at Rcsht, and the Consul-General at 
Tabreez. 

In the course of an interview which L had with Count Lamsdorff on the same day, 
I observed that such a paragraph with its mention of Russo-Persian Railway 
Companies, and other details was likely to have an unfortunate effect on public 
opinion in England. He replied, with (wident. annoyance, that ho had not seen the 
paragraph and that the “ Gazette ” in question committed “hetUe sur betiso.” The 



statement was absurd as railway construction in Persia was at present out of the 
question and contrary to the Agreement. 

I venture to observe that this statement shows the correctness of Sir Arthur 
Hardinge’s supposition that the Railway Agreement with Persia was renewed in 
1900, not for a term of five years, as stated by the Persian Government, but for ten. 

On the same day I received a private letter from M. Hartwig informing me 
“ a titre privd ” that, as I was probably aware, Russia had two concessions for the 
construction of carriageable roads (not railways), Enzeli-Tehran and Julfa-Tabreez. 
As these roads are now finished a Commission of Inquiry was being dispatched in order 
to inspect the roads on the spot and report as to their condition. (It might be added 
hat the experience of the Russian Government with the Russian engineers at Enzeli 
md at Tabreez amply justified the precaution.) 

M. Hartwig added :— 

“ Par suite d’un accord entre le Ministbre des Finances et lc Minist&re des 
Affaires Strangles, nos Consuls a Tauris et a Recht sont nommds membres de cette 
Commission.” 


I had the honour to telegraph the contents of this letter to you and to Tehran on 
the 25th February. 


I have, &c. 

(Signed) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 


[6661] • No. 198. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 5, 1906. 

I HAVE laid before Secretary Sir E. Grey your letter of the 23rd ultimo, 
forwarding for his consideration paraphrase of a telegram from the Government of 
India, on the subject of the measures to be taken for the protection of Ilis Majesty’s 
Legation at Tehran and British Consulates in Persia in the event of internal 
disturbances in that country. 

In connection with the observations contained in the two concluding sentences of 
this telegram, regarding the character of the measures which arc contemplated, I am 
directed by Sir E. Grey to state that he is not of opinion that the situation demands 
that, any preparations on a largo scale should be made. Feeling in Persia at the 
present moment appears to be directed solely against the Persian Government, and 
there are, as yet, no indications of its having assumed an anti-foreign tendency. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


No. 199. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. Grant Duff'. 

(No. 11.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, March 6, 1906. 

SEISTAN Water Award. 

You should inform Persian Government, with reference to your telegram No. 60 
of the 3rd instanr, that if they really desire to persist in refusing to accept the Award 
a reasoned appeal in due form must be submitted by them for my decision, in 
accordance with the agreement come to in November 1902 (see Mr. Erskinc’s despatch 
No. 156 of the 10th November of that year). 


[8224] No. 200. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 34.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 6, 1900. 

THE Perbian Minister asked to see me to-day, and told me that he had come in 
order that he might inform the Shah whether the British and Russian Governments 
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had an understanding between each other. I said that we desired to be on friendly 
terms with the Russian Government, and had made that known, and that they also desired 
to be on friendly terms with us. The Persian Minister continued to press me as to 
whether we had any deiinitc understanding in the sense, for instance, that we had an 
understanding with France. I said we had not got any definite agreement with Russia 
about details, as we had with France. The Persian Minister then asked whether we 
had an intention of making any such agreement. I said that it was impossible to say 
anything about intentions. This sort of thing depended on circumstances. We had 
had difficulties with the French Government with regard to Egypt, Newfoundland, and 
other questions, and we had removed these 1 by a definite agreement. Should we in the 
future 1 have difficulties with the Russian Government, we no doubt might be desirous 
of removing these by agreement in the same way. But at the present moment I did 
not think we had any difficulty with the Russian Government which it was necessary 
to discuss in detail. 

He asked me what our views were with regard to Persia, and I said that we desired 
to see the integrity and independent sovereignty of Persia maintained. 

lie then pressed me very much on the subject of the loan which the Persian 
Government desired, and asked me what wo meant by saying that we could not lend 
money under present circumstances. T said that 1 thought the Persian Government had 
borrowed enough money already, and that we should not, by lending them more, be 
doing anything to promote the strength of Persia. The Persian Minister asked me 
whether we would not do at least what Lord Lansdowne had promised to do when he 
offered to lend 150,000/. or 200,000/. I replied that when T came into office I found 
that that oiler of Lord Lansdowne had not been accepted by the Persian Government. 
They had put forward an entirely new demand for 800,000/., which we were not 
prepared to lend, nor were we prepared to renew the offer of the smaller loan, which 
had not been accepted, and had been put aside by the Persian Government. The 
Persian Minister then pressed me further as to whether we would lend money to Persia 
if the Persian^ would use it to pay off the Russian loan, but I said wo could not entertain 
this proposal, lie then asked me what advice I would give should the Persian Govern¬ 
ment appeal to British capitalists for a loan, and should the British capitalists apply to 
the Foreign Office for advice. I said that we could not advise any British capitalist to 
lend money to Persia without guaranteeing the loan or in some way taking responsibility 
Cor it ourselves, and as we wen* not prepared ourselves to lend money to Persia I did 
not see how we could facilitate Persia’s borrowing ii elsewhere. He urged that if we 
would not lend the money the Persian Government would have to apply to Russia, and 
pressed me for advice as to what they should do. 1 said that I was very sorry not to 
be able to give a favourable answer, or to give the particular assistance for which 
he asked, but that as 1 was not giving that assistance it was not possible for me to give 
advice with regard to the borrowing of money. 

I am, &c\ 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[5908J No. 201. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign OJfice, March G, 1900. 

1 AM directed b\ Secretary Sir E. Grey to transmit to you herewith, to be laid 
before the Secretary of State for India, copy of a despatch from HL Majesty’s Charge 
d’Aflaircs at Tehran, forwarding a report from His Majesty’s Consul-General at 
Meshed relative to the present situation in Persia. 

In connection with Major Sykes’ observations regarding a British occupation of 
Seistan in the event of the break-up of Persia, Sir E. Grey considers that although the 
question of annexing Seistan in such an eventuality is not one for this Department to 
decide, it would he advisable that a clear and reasoned decision should be drawn up on 
the subject. 

1 am, Ac. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


* No. M3. 


No. 202. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

Foreign Office, March 7, 1906. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 18 of the 30th January last, reporting the 
recent agitation at Yezd against the school of the Church Missionary Society. 

Your action in the matter has my approval. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


F5891] 
(No. 35.) 

n* 


[8209] No. 203. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received March 8.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, copy of a paraphrase 
of a telegram to the Viceroy, dated the 2nd instant, relative to the plague in Seistan. 

India Office, March 8, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 203. 

Mr. Morley to Government of India. 

(Telegraphic.) P. India Office , March 2, 1906. 

PLAGUE in Seistan. 

In reply to his telegram of the 24th February, Grant Duff has been instructed 
that consent of either Tehran Sanitary Council, Persian Government, or Russian 
Government to dissolution of Seistan Council or removal of Russian doctor is doubtful. 
Russia would certainly resent latter proposal, and it is particularly desirable to avoid 
friction at present moment. If it should hereafter become necessary to take more 
pronounced action, the proper course would be to address the Russian Government 
through His Majesty’s Charg'd d’Affaires at St. Petershurgh, hut it would be difficult 
to substantiate charges, and Grant Duff would have to furnish full particulars of acts 
concerning which complaint was made. 


[8148] No. 204. 

Persian Transport Company to Foreign Office.—(Received March 8.) 

3, Salter’s Hall Court, Cannon Street, London, 
Sir, March 7, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose, for your information, copies of correspondence 
recently received from our agents abroad on the subject of disputes that have arisen 
among the Bakhtiari Chieftains. From this it will be seen that the two brothers, 
Haji Ali Kuli Khan (Sirdar Assad) and Khosru Khan (Salar-i-Arfa), have ousted their 
brother Najaf Kuli Khan (Samsam-es-Sultanch), and their cousin Gliolam Hussein Khan 
(Shahab-es-Sultaneh), from their share in the government of the country. It is probably 
known to you that for some time past the Chieftainship of the Bakhtiari country has 
been divided between the sons of Hussein Kuli Khan (Ilkhani 1850-82), and the sons 
of his brother, Imam Kuli Khan (1882-88, known in the country as Haji Ilkhani). The 
Shahab-es-Sultaneh represented the latter branch, whereas Hussein Kuli Khan and 
Khosru Khan are both descendants of Hussein Kuli Khan (Ilkhani 1850-82). It 
appears from the letter of our Ispahan agent that the deposition of the Shahab-es- 
Sultaneh and of his cousin Samsam-es-Sultaneh (the latter a brother of Ilaji Ali Kuli 
Khan and Khosru Khan) has been confirmed by the Persian Government, who have 
raised Haji Ali Kuli Khan and Khosru Khan to the supremacy of Ilkhani and Ilbegi 
respectively. 

[1018] 2 Y 
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Oar agents inform us that they have 900 loads of merchandize belonging to a 
number of clients waiting at Ahwaz for transport inland, and as much again arriving in 
Ahwaz by steamers now at sea. In order to provide transport for this merchandize we 
have to engage caravans at Ispahan, and to advance money to the owners before they 
start on their downward journey to Ahwaz. Our agents are apprehensive that the 
muleteers, after they have received the necessary advances, may not undertake their 
part of the contract, should there be dissensions among the tribes. As the spring season 
is now on us, it is of the utmost importance that we should have reliable information as 
to the safety or otherwise of the road ; and we should be very much obliged if you will 
kindly telegraph to His Majesty’s Legation in Tehran asking them to make the necessary 
inquiries through the Consulate-General in Ispahan to be transmitted to us. At the 
same time we should suggest that., as the Consul-General is absent from his post, and in 
view of the importance of the events that are taking place among the Bakhtiaris, His 
Majesty’s Consul at Ahwaz should be instructed to proceed without delay to the Bakhtiari 
country and keep himself in touch with the Chiefs. 

In this connection I would venture to call your attention to the proposals contained 
in our letter of the 21st ultimo. 

While on this subject permit us to inclose to you a copy of a telegram we have just 
received from our agents at Ahwaz. We are replying to the effect that we authorize 
these advances in return for a lien on the road revenues, such lien to be guaranteed by 
the new Ilkhani. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) FRANK BOTTOMLEY, Secretary. 


inclosure 1 in No. 204. 

Messrs. Lynch Heathers to Persian Transport Company. 

(Extract.) Ispahan, January 20, 1906 

Bakhtiari Chiefs. -In continuation to our letter of the 10th instant, we beg 
to give the following translation of the telegram addressed by his Highness Atabak 
Azam to Haji Ali Kuli Khan, Sardar Assad, who is now announced as the future 
Principal Chief of the Bakhtiari, copy of which wd have obtained here :— 

“ Your Excellency, 

“ As it is ILis Maiesty's desire to .->eo the welfare of the Bakhtiari, its propei organi¬ 
zation, and tranquil ordci, the diice ol Ilkhani and Ilbagi is being permanently granted 
to you, for which the confirmatory Commission will duly follow. 

“ You will hereafter attend to organize, order the tribal affairs, punish and reward 
those who deserve. You will in future deal strictly with those who cause disturbance, 
ami at any rate future order must be assured. If any of your relations cause disorgani¬ 
zation among the ‘ ils ’ his estates must at once be confiscated, and he will thereupon be 
deall with as Government’s betrayer. 1 

“ ^ (,u 1110 placed in a position to control the affairs of the Bakhtiari tribes, and you 
will thereupon be held responsible. On the contrary to the past and previous years, 
order and organization must he restored. 

“The necessary telegraphic orders are being sent to the Governor-General of 
Arabistan to render you any assistance you may stand in need of for organization of 
your affairs. 

“ On receipt of this telegram Salah Alfa must proceed to Keshlagh (winter quarter), 
at once, to control the affairs there; and in accordance with His Majesty’s command 
telegraphic orders are sent to the Arabistan Government to send back Moin Humayoon 
and Murtaza Kuli Khan (who were dispatched by Samsam-es-Sultaneh and Shahab-es- 
Sultaneh before departure) to Yeluk (summer quarter). 

“ After settlement of your tribal affairs you will pay a visit to Tehran, where further 
orders will be given you in person. 


Inelosure 2 in No. 204. 

Messrs. Lynch Brotfyrs to Persian Transport Company. 

(Extract.) ^ . Ahwaz, January 24, 1906. 

Bakhtiari Chiefs .—There has arisen a serious dissension among the Bakhtiari 
Chiefs, which, unless the unexpected happens, will jeopardize the safety of the road. 
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The Samsam-es-Sultaneh and the Shahab-es-Sultaneh have been relieved of their posts 
as Ilkhani and Ilbegi by the Persian Government, and, in their place, Haji Ali Kuli 
Khan has been appointed Ilkhani, whilst another of the Khans (we have not heard for 
certain who he is yet, but some say the Salar Arfa) has been made the Ilbegi. > 

For some time back the Persian Government, for some reason or other, has shown 
a distinct tendency to ignore the Samsam-es-Sultaneh, and appear to have seized the 
first opportunity of replacing him. Both Sheikh Khuzzel and the Salar Mouazzem have 
grievances against the Samsam—the former over the Raghowa question, and the latter 
on account of his refusal to assist him (the Salar) in the Beni Turruf expedition. The 
downfall of the Samsam is therefore largely due to the influences of the above aggrieved 
parties. 

The Raghowa question has been a source of friction between the Ilkhani and the 
Sheikh for some time. It appears that some time back a party of Arabs from the Upper 
Karun refused to pay their taxes to the Sheikh, and cleared off to Raghowa, which is 
just over the border in the Bakhtiari country. Here they settled themselves and tilled 
the ground, &c. From time to time they were added to by other malcontents from the 
Sheikh’s territory. Last year the Sheikh appealed to the Samsam to send these Arabs 
back to their country, in order that he might deal with them for their refusal to pay 
their dues. The Samsam at first refused, and then consented, but requested the Sheikh 
to wait until the harvest had been gathered in, and he would then let them go. The 
harvest was finished, hut the Ilkhani had changed his mind, and the Sheikh appealed in 
Tehran. As a result of this appeal, the Samsam was ordered to give way, and to return 
the Arabs to the Sheikh. He still proved obdurate, and the Salar Mouazzem was 
sent up with 200 men to take them by force, which he did. This occurred last 
October. 

The above are the main reasons for the downfall of the Samsam and the Shahab. 
The latter, doubtless feeling bound to support the policy of his Chief, naturally falls 
under the same ban, and shares the same fate as the Tlkhani. Upon learning that they 
had been deposed, the two Chiefs decided that the best course to adopt was to repair to 
Tehran in order to try and arrange matters, and on the 21st December they left Shalam- 
zar, where they had spent the best part of the summer, for Tehran. 

In the meanwhile, there is a gathering of arms in Bakhtiariland, and the tribes are 
taking sides. There are rumours of fighting. Stories of the most contradictory nature 
are continually coming in, and it is quite impossible to arrange them to show any 
semblance of truth as a result. 

What may happen is beyond conjecture. If the deposed Chiefs are able to 
arrange matters to their satisfaction in Tehran, the whole trouble will fizzle out. But 
if, on the contrary, the appointment of Haji Ali Kuli Khan is confirmed, we fear that 
the tribes will he divided into two camps. We may, of course, be unduly pessimistic, 
but it is the opinion of every one here that the prospects are distinctly gloomy. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 204. 

Mr. Parry to Persian Transport Company. 

(Extract.) Ahwaz, February 8, 1906. 

Bakhtiari Chiefs .—You have been already advised of the troubles which have arisen 
among the Bakhtiari Chiefs. News of a conflicting nature reaches here from Ram 
Hormuz and Malamir, hut so far no serious disturbances have been reported. The 
Sirdar Assad (Haji Ali Kuli Khan) has been appointed Tlkhani in place of the Samsam- 
es-Sultaneh, and the Salar Arfa (Haji Khosru Khan) Ilbegi, in place of the Shahab-es- 
Sultaneh, by the Persian Government. 

The cause of the Samsam-es-Sultaneh’s dismissal is reported to be complaints made 
by Sheikh Khuzzel to Tehran that he sheltered a fugitive tribe of Arabs belonging to 
the Sheikh at a place named llaghowa, near Alwanieh; but I am inclined to believe that 
the desire to break up the power possessed by the union of friendship among the Chiefs is 
the motive which has brought about the downfall of the Samsam-es-Sultaneh and the 
Shahab-es-Sultaneh. Letters have been received at this agency, and by Mr. G. B. 
Reynolds, of the Oil Syndicate, from the Salar Arfa at Malamir, announcing his 
appointment, and stating that provisions are being made to protect the interests of all 
parties connected with business in the Bakhtiari country. It now remains to be seen 
whether the newly-appointed Ilkhani and Ilbegi will be strong enough to dominate the 
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Samsam-es-Sultaneh and his followers. Up to the time of writing this we have not 
heard of any difficulties on the road, although about 100 animals, dispatched from here 
recently, are still on route. In order, however, to be on the safe side, I have recom¬ 
mended Mr. Wilson to instruct Fazlullah Khan, your Ispahan agent, to withhold 
further advances to muleteers until the state of the country in regard to traffic has been 
ascertained. 1 am inclined to fear that muleteers holding advances from us, hearing 
tliat quarrels have arisen among the Bakhtiari Chiefs, may decline to travel over the 
road, making it difficult i'or us to recover the cash advanced. 


Inclosure 4 in No. 204. 

Messrs. Lynch Brothers to Persian Transport Company. 

(Telegraphic.) Ahwaz , March 4, 1906. 

SALAR ARFA and Muntazem Dowleh require loans 5001. and 250Z. for five 
months immediately. Shall we grant it ? What interest shall we charge ? Reply by 
telegraph. 


[8466J No. 205. 

Question asked in the House of Commons , March 8, 1906. 

Mr. T. Hart-Dailies ,—To ask the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if liis attention 
has been called to the Report of the Newcomen Mission to South-Eastern Persia; 
whether he will take into consideration the advisability of obtaining a concession 
for a road from Bunder Abbas to Kerman, and of appointing a Consul-General at 
Kerman of a rank equal to that of the Resident at Busliire, and of placing 
Vice-Consuls at Yezd and Bam ; and whether he will consider the desirability of 
pressing on the Persian Government such reforms as will tend to facilitate trade 
between India and South-Eastern Persia. 


Answer. 

The Report in question has been received and is under consideration. The 
question of improving communications in South Persia has been carefully considered 
by llis Majesty’s Government; they are prepared to give a full measure of diplomatic 
support to private enterprise, but they w r ould not feel justified in incurring expenditure 
from public funds on undertakings of the nature indicated. His Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment see no necessity for giving an increase of rank to His Majesty’s Consul 
at Kerman; there arc already a British Vice-Consul at Yezd and an Acting British 
Vice-Consul at Bam. llis Majesty’s Government have pressed, and will continue to 
press, upon the Persian Government the desirability of adopting every measure to 
facilitate the trade in question. 


18461] No. 206. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received March 10.) 

THE Under-Secretary of State for India presents his compliments to the Under¬ 
secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, and, by direction of Mr. Secretary Morley, 
forwards herewith, for the information of the Secretary of State, paraphrases of 
telegrams relative to the dispatch of guards to Persia for the protection of the British 
Consulates. 

India Office , March 10, 1906. 
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Inclosure 1 in No. 206. 

Mr. Morley to Government of India. 

(Telegraphic.) P. India Office , March 8, 1906. 

QUESTION of guards for British Consulates in Persia. 

Your telegram of the 15th February. 

As there are as yet no indications that feeling in Persia, which at present seems 
to be directed solely against Persian Government, has assumed an anti-foreign 
tendency, Sir Edward Grey does not think that the situation demands preparations 
on a large scale. 

Inclosure 2 in No. 206. 

Government of India to Mr. Morley. 

(Telegraphic.) P. March 9, 1906. 

GUARDS for Persian Consulates. 

My telegram of the 15th and yours of the 1st ultimo. 

As soon as the passes are open, cavalry, instead of infantry, will be held in 
readiness. Inquiries have been made as to when this will be. 


[8148] No. 207. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 42.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office , March 10, 1906. 

PERSIAN Transport Company desire reliable information regarding the safety 
or otherwise of the Bakhtiari road. 

The Company must engage caravans at Isfahan, and advance money to the 
owners, as they have a large quantity of merchandise waiting at Ahwaz for 
transport inland. 

It is feared by the agents of the Company that, in the event of dissensions among 
the tribes, the muleteers, having received advances, might fail to carry out their 
contract. Can His Majesty’s Acting Consul-General at Isfahan supply this informa¬ 
tion or can you obtain it from other sources ? 

Do you see any objection, on account of possible risk, to the suggestion that 
His Majesty's Vice-Consul at Ahwaz should proceed at once to Bakhtiari country, in 
order to get into touch with new Chiefs, and report upon state of affairs ? He might 
also utilize the opportunity to inspect the road, furnishing his views on its present 
condition and on the expenditure necessary for its improvement. 


[8542] No. 208. 

Sir N. O’Conor to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 12.) 

(No. 147.) 

8ir, Constantinople, March 6, 1906. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 5 of the 2nd January, I have the honour 
to transmit herewith copy of a Memorandum on the Turco-Persian frontier dispute, 
which has been furnished to me by the Persian Ambassador as an “ historique de 
l’envahissement ainsi que la violation du territoire Persan par les forces Ottomanes,” 
but which would be more accurately described as a rdsumd of the Persian case. 

Up to the present, no progress appears to have been made in the negotiations for 
a settlement of this question between the Porte and the Persian Embassy. 

It is true that the Persian Ambassador has received promises from the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs that the Persian demand for a withdrawal of the Ottoman troops 
from Passw6 should be settled satisfactorily, hut reports from the Ottoman Commis¬ 
sioners now r on the spot, just received by the Grand Vizier, appears not to be of a 
nature to lead to this result. One of the arguments of the Commissioners for the 
[1618] . 2 Z 
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retention of the disputed places by Turkey is that they are inhabited by “ Ottoman, 

i.e., Sunni, as opposed to “ Shia,” or Persian tribes. 

It is to be feared that the introduction of the religious element into the argument 
will not conduce to a speedy settlement of the dispute. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) N. R. O’CONOR. 


Inclosure in No. 208. 

Memorandum. 

GEACE a la haute et bienvoillante intervention des Reprdsentants des Cours Media¬ 
trices de la Grande-Bretagne et de la Eussie, il adtd ddcidd que le Traitd de 1847 entre 
la Turquie et la Perse serait signd a Erzeroum (voir recueil de G. Naradounghian, 
p. 880, No. 139, Vol. II). 

Le 9 Mars, 1848, lours Excellences MM. les Rcprdsentants des Hautes Puissances 
Mddiatriccs s’adressaient au Gouvernement Ottoman pour obtenir de Sa Majestd 
Impdriale le Sultan la ratification du Traitd signd a Erzeroum (voir recueil de 
G Naradounghian, p. 380, No. 141, Yol. II). 

Aprds la ratification du Traitd, une Commission, composee de Commissaires^ des 
Quatre Puissances, a dtd envoyde sur les lieux pour delimiter la frontidre de Zdhab 
jusqu’a Suldimanieh. A la suite de contestations entre les Commissaires Turc et 
Persan, eliaeun des Commissaires des Quatre Puissances exposa son avis a son 
Gouvernement. L’Angletcrre et la Russie dressdrent une carte ddsignant tous les 
terrains en litige entre les Gouvcrnements Turc et Persan. Cette carte date de 1869, 
et com proud quatorze feuilles. Le 22 Octobre de la memo annde, les Ambassadeurs 
d’Angleterre <4, de Pussie a Constantinople envoydrent la dite carte avec une note 
Sub-No. 88, k la Sublime Porte, et leurs Excellences MM. les Ministres d’Angletcrre 
et de Eussie a Tdhdran, remirent un exemplaire de la memo carte au Ministdre des 
Affaires fitrangdres de Perse. 

La dite carte a dtd adoptee coinme exacte par les deux Gouvernements lors 
de 1’Arrangement en date du 2 AoM, 1869 (24 Rdbi-ul-Akliir, 1286), ci-aprds 
mentioned, et le maintien du statu quo u’aurait pu etre prononed en l’absence de 
carte. 

Dans le recueil des “Treaties, &e., between Great Britain and Persia,” by Sir 
Edward Ilertslet, C.B., imprimd a Londres le 1" Avril, 1891, p. 218, on trouve 
]’Arrang(5)nent suivant: - 

“ Les l'uissanccs (TAngleterre et la Russie) ont convenu que de Mouhammarah 
jusqu’a 1’Ararat (montagne) une ligne de 700 milles Anglais de longueur, et de 
20 jusqu’a 10 milles Anglais de largcur, dtait en litige entre les deux Gouvernements 
Turc (4, Persan; tous les terrains so trouvant du cbtd oriental de cette ligne 
appartiendraicnf incontestablement a la Perse, et les terrains situes du c6td occidental 
de la memo ligne k la Turquic.” 

En date du 2 Aotit, 1869 (24 lldbi-ul-Akhir, 1286) (voir recueil de G. Nara¬ 
dounghian, p. 290, No. 792, Vol. Ill), il a dtd passe un Arrangement Provisoire a 
Constantinople entre TAmbassade de Perse et la Sublime Porte, et le dit Arrangement 
a dtd signd par son Excellence Ali Pacha, Ministre des Affaires fltrangdres, et 
son Excellence Mouchir-ul-Dovlch, Mirza Hussain Khan, alors Ambassadeur de 
Perse. 

Dans 1’Article 2 du dit Arrangement se trouve le passage suivant:— 

“ Le principe du statu quo, qui consiste dans le maintien tel quel sur les lieux en 
litige de l’dtat des ehoses existant au moment de la visite et de l’inspcction faites par 
les Commissaires des Quatre Puissances sera strictement respecte par les deux Parties 
Contractantes, ainsi que par leurs Agents sur les lieux, et on se gardera de contrevenir 
i\ ce principe." 

Dans PArticle 3 les lignes suivantes 

“ Les terrains en litige continueront a etre places, jusqu’au moment de la 
delimitation definitive, sous l’administration de l’fitat oh ils se trouvaient lors de 
l’adoption du principe de statu quo , sans que toutefois cette situation puisse etre 
eonsidbrdc couune un titre de possession.” 
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Et dans TArticle 6 ce qui suit:— 

“ En cas de contestation en pareille matidre, les Agents des deux fitats se 
trouvant sur les lieux t&cheront avant tout d’aplanir la difficulty A l’amiable et d’une 
manidre conforme au prestige et aux droits des deux Parties, et cela, soit par 
correspondance, soit verbalement; s’ils ne parviennent pas toutefois a tomber d’accord, 
ils rapporteront les faits aux autoritds Centrales respectives et en attendront les 
instructions.” 

Maintenant, comme on le voit, le Gouvernement Turc a viold les termes de trois 
Articles prdcitds; en voici la preuve:— 

1. D’aprds TArticle 6, en cas de contestations, les Agents des deux Etats devaie'nt, 
d’une manidre conforme au prestige et aux droits des deux parties, soit par corre- 
spondance, soit verbalement, tachcr d’aplanir les difficultds; et s’ils ne parvenaient 
pas a tomber d’accord, ils devaient rapporter le fait aux autorites Centrales des deux 
Gouvernements et en attendre les instructions; les forces Ottomancs, en violant les 
prescriptions du dit Article 6 et sans se soumettre k ses dispositions, ont passe la 
frontidre. 

2. Lorsque, en 1854, les Commissaires des Quatre Puissances visitdrent la 
frontiere, Dorviche Pacha, Commissaire Ottoman, voulut faire aller le Pacha de 
Kavandouz a Lahidjan, mais le Commissaire Persan s’y opposa. MM. les Commis- 
saires des Puissances Mddiatrices adressdrent une note a Dcrviche Pacha en date du 
21 Juillet, 1854, dans laquclle ils disaient que, comme le Commissaire du Gouverne¬ 
ment Persan s’opposait a ce que le Pacha dc Bavandouz se rendit sur le territoire 
Persan,, le dit Pacha ne pouvait, sans la permission du Gouvernement Persan, ddpasser 
l’endroit nommd Kallch-Chine, qui est le nom d’une grande pierre situde dans la vallee 
de la chaine de montagnes appelde Kandili. 

Cette note prouvebien que la limite a Lahidjan va jusqu’au sommetde Kandili et 
que Vezud est situd du cdtd oriental de Kandili; or, comme lors de la visite des 
Commissaires des Quatre Puissances, Vezud dtait sous l’administration du Gouverne¬ 
ment Persan, cette locality devait par suite de 1’Arrangement prdcitd (Article 3) 
continuer a roster sous l’administration du Gouvernement Persan jusqu’a delimitation 
definitive. 

3. Les forces Turques non seulement ont occupe Vezue et viold le principe du 
statu quo, mais encore clles ont ddpasse la ligne en litige et envahi Passvah et 
Lahidjan, qui se trouvent sur le cote oriental de la zone contestde et qui appartiennent 
incontestablement au Gouvernement Persan. En ce faisant, elles ont cause des 
dommages graves au Gouvernement ainsi qu’aux habitants de ces contrdes. 


[8725] No. 209. 

The Imperial Bank of Persia to Foreign Office.—(Received March 12.) 

Sir, 25, Ahchurch Lane, E.C., March 10, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowdedge receipt of, and thank you, for your letter dated 
the 3rd March, the contents of which have been noted by my Directors. 

I am requested to transmit herewith, for your information, copy of a letter 
addressed by the Chairman of the Bank to His Highness the Persian Minister in London 
on the 7th instant. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) G. NEWELL, Manager. 


Inclosure in No. 209. 

The Imperial Bank of Persia to Prince Mirza Mohamed Ali Khun. 

Your Highness, 25, Ahchurch Lane , E.C., March 7, 1906. 

I HAVE, as I have promised, laid the matter of the overdraft due to the Imperial 
Bank before the Board. The Directors do not see any advantage in agreeing to the 
proposal which you have urged on me, viz., that the promissory note should be 
replaced by customs drafts paying the overdraft in instalments over a term of three or 
four years. 
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They are unable to accept the personal responsibility of changing an involuntary 
advance (made to the Persian Government in time of difficulty) into a voluntary loan 
spread over several years. 

The Board are satisfied with the security of the promissory note endorsed by His 
Imperial Majesty, and if the Persian Government be not able to meet this obligation 
immediately, they will instruct the Chief Manager to obtain its renewal, to be paid 
within their financial year, namely, the 20th September, 1906. 

I tlclVG 

(Signed) LEPEL GRIFFIN, Chairman. 


[7668] Ho. 210. 

Sir Edward Orey to Mr. Spring-Bice. 

(No. 124.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 13, 1906. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 141, Confidential, of the 18th ultimo, 
reporting a conversation with M. Hartwig, Director of the Asiatic Department in the 
Russian Foreign Office, on the relations of Great Britain and Russia, in which he 
requested that the terms of the Seistan Water Award, recently delivered by Colonel 
Sir II. McMahon, should be oommunicated to the Russian Government. 

Although this Award is a matter solely affecting Great Britain, Persia, and 
Afghanistan, and one in which Russia is in no way concerned, His Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment desire to meet in a friendly spirit any wish expressed by the Russian Govern¬ 
ment in regard to Persian questions. You are therefore authorized to communicate 
unofficially to Count Lamsdorff the text of the Award, herewith annexed, 0 as well as 
the accompanying map, copies of whicli were handed by Colonel McMahon to the 
Persian and Afghan Commissioners to be forwarded to their respective Governments. 
You should not fail to draw his Excellency’s attention to the friendly feelings which 
animate His Majesty's Government in authorizing this communication. 

The opportunify has been taken of consulting Colonel McMahon, who is now in 
London, on the points raised by M. Hartwig in his conversation with you. Colonel 
McMahon asserts that there is no foundation for the statement that he endeavoured to 
keep flu 1 terms of the Award secret, nor is there anything in his letters forwarding it 
to the Persian and Afghan Commissioners to justify such a supposition. He adds 
that no map was at any time given by him to the Karguzar of Seistan, aud the only 
map communicated to the Commissioners was that of which a copy is attached to this 
despatch. 

1 see no objection to your pointing out to Count Lamsdorff, as suggested in your 
despatch No. 149 of the 28th ultimo, that the Persian share of the water will be 
calculated at Bandar-i-Kamal Khan, some 40 miles before the Helmund leaves Afghan 
territory, but you should avoid entering upon any discussion of the terms of the 
Award, which do not concern the Russian Government, as it might give rise to 
questions of a complicated and controversial nature. It would be better that you 
should confine yourself to expressing surprise that objections should have been raised 
to a settlement so advantageous to Persian interests. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[9247J No. 211. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 16.) 

(No. 65.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, March 16, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India and Bushire :— 

“ Bakhtiari Road. 

“ Your telegram No. -12 of the 10th March, and my despatch No. 63. 

“ No caravans can pass at present, as the road is blocked with snow. I have 
received no reports of robberies of late. 

“ 1 would suggest that it would be well for the Vice-Consul at Ahwaz to furnish a 
report on tribal affairs, and that, for this purpose, he should proceed at once to 


* See Coufideutial Paper No. 8C34. 
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Ram Hormuz in order to put himself into communication with the Chiefs. He might 
travel with the Chiefs and inspect the road when they move to their summer quarters 
about the end of April. The snow should melt shortly, and there ought to be no risk 
in this plan. 

“ The difficulty about guards has, I understand, now been settled.” 


[9419] No. 212. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey .— (Received March 19.) 

(No. 45.) 

Sir, Tehran, February 26, 1906. 

SINCE the return of the Shah from Europe in October last, I have repeatedly 
asked the Mushir-ed-Dowlch for a reply to Sir Arthur Hardinge’s note to the Persian 
Government of the 14th August last (see No. 175, of 1905, to Foreign Office), on the 
subject of the desired telegraph extension from Nasratabad (Seistan) to Kuhi 
Malik Siah. 

I inclose such correspondence as has recently taken place with regard to the 
matter. 

Although the Musliir-ed-Dowleh does not mention in the inclosed note what the 
difficulties are which prevent the Shah from at present complying with the request of 
His Majesty’s Government, his Excellency informed me privately that the Russian 
Government are pressing to be allowed to take over the Tehran-Resht telegraph 
line, and the Persian Government are determined to do what they can to prevent 
this. 

As I had the honour to report, in my telegram No. 46, of the 14th instant, his 
Excellency confidentially informed me that if His Majesty’s Government renewed 
their demand for the Kuhi Malik Siah extension at a later date the Persian Govern¬ 
ment would reconsider their present decision. 

I may add that the Musliir-ed-Dowleh states that the line to the Russian frontier 
at Badjgiran was granted after much pressure by the Russian Legation, who declared 
that the Persian Government had allowed the British Government to build the central 
Persian line, and must therefore give Russia a quid pro quo in the north. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF 


Inclosure 1 in No. 212. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

(Private and Confidential.) 

Dear Mushir-ed-Dowleh, Tehran, February 10, 1906. 

ABBAS KULI KHAN informs that your Excellency yesterday stated, during 
a conversation he had the honour to have with you, that His Majesty the Shah was 
unable, on account of certain difficulties which have arisen, to consent to the linking 
up of Nasratabad and Kuhi Malik Siah by a telegraph line. 

1 have done my best on various occasions to explain to your Excellency the 
reasons which influence His [Majesty’s Government in asking the Persian Government 
to allow this extension, and 1 have also informed your Excellency that, in view of 
the permission given to the Russian Government to construct the Kuchan-Badjgiran 
line the refusal of the Persian Government to allow the Kuhi Malik Siah extension 
is certain to give offence to nis Majesty’s Government. 

I earnestly hope that your Excellency null make a further effort to induce His 
Majesty the Shah to reconsider his decision, as I can hardly believe that Ilis Majesty 
can be fully aware of the impression his refusal cannot fail to produce on His Majesty’s 
Government. 

In any case, I have the honour to request that the decision of the Persian 
Government may be conveyed to me in writing, as I must at once inform His 
Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs of the matter by 
telegraph. 


3 A 


[1618] 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 212. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(Private.) February 16, 1906. 

I HAVE received and submitted to the Shah your private note of the 10th 
instant, respecting the telegraph line between Nasratabad and Kulii Malik Siah. 
Some time ago Sir A. Hardinge, His Britannic Majesty’s Minister, made some repre¬ 
sentations on the subject, and he was informed of the difficulties the Persian Govern¬ 
ment had in this matter. No doubt you are informed of the fact, and now that you 
have renewed this request I have the honour to state that, in view of the difficulties 
the Persian Government have along the proposed line, and of which you were 
verbally informed during our interview on Wednesday, the 14th instant, they are 
excused from accepting the proposal. 


[9420] No. 213. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 40.) 

Sir, Tehran, February 26, 1906. 

IN accordance with the instructions contained in your telegram No. 24 of the 
3rd instant, having failed to obtain the sanction of the Persian Government to the 
Nasratabad-Kulii Malilc Siah telegraph extension, I agreed to allow the Urmi 
Mollali to return home, provided that no further opposition was offered by the 
Persian Government to the posting of British signallers at Birjand and Turbat-i- 
Ilaideri, on the Moshed-Soistan telegraph line. 

I have I he honour to inclose correspondence on the subject with the Mushir-ed- 
Dowleh. 

His Excellency informed me verbally that if the negotiations now in progress foi? 
the withdrawal of the Russian signallers proved successful, the Persian Government 
would expect I Lis Majesty’s Government to remove any British signallers working on 
the line. I confined myself to stating that I would report what his Excellency had 
said to you, and to reminding him that on the 19th November, 1904, I had, by Lord 
Lansdowne’s instructions, addressed a note to the Persian Government, stating that, if 
the Russian signallers were allowed on the line, His Majesty’s Government would 
demand an equal number of British signallers. I notice that in the Mushir-ed- 
Dowleh’s communication of the 10th February, translation of which is inclosed, no 
mention is made of any condition. 

On obtaining the Mushir-ed-Dowleh’s promise with regard to the admission of 
our signallers at Birjand and Turbat, I at once instructed His Majesty’s Acting 
Consul-General at Tabreez that His Majesty’s Government withdrew any further 
opposition to the return of the Mollah to Urmi, and requested him to inform the 
Yaliahd in that sense. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 213. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

January 19, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to inform you that the two British signallers destined for 
Birjand and Turbat-i-Ilaideri have arrived at Nasratabad (Seistan), and are proceeding 
to their posts. 

I request your Excellency to be so good as to send the necessary instructions to 
the Telegraph authorities at the above-mentioned places to admit the signallers to the 
telegraph offices. 

1 applied to the Minister of Telegraphs in the above sense on the 23rd ultimo, 
but his Excellency stated that he could not give the necessary permission without 
your authorization. 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 213. 

Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

February 16, 1906. 

I HAVE received your note respecting the English telegraph signallers who are 
proceeding to Birjand and Turbat-i-Haideri, and at your request the Ministry of 
Telegraphs has been requested in writing to instruct the Telegraph authorities in the 
above-mentioned places not to prevent the said signallers from entering the telegraph 
offices for the purpose of sending messages of British subjects. 


[9421] No. 214. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 47.) 

Sir, Tehran , February 27, 1906. 

ON receipt of your telegram No. 20 of the 30th ultimo, I verbally informed the 
Mushir-ed-Dowleh that, unless the Persian Government could see their way to hold the 
inquiry at Urmi into the Labaree murder at an early date, I intended to instruct 
Mr. Wratislaw to return to Tabreez. His Excellency earnestly begged me to wait a 
short time longer, and in order not to give the Persian Government the slightest 
excuse for evading their obligations, I consented to delay telegraphing to Mr. Wratislaw 
for another week. At the end of that time the Mushir-ed-Dowleh definitely informed 
me that nothing could at present be done to force the Kurds to appear at the inquiry, 
and I instructed Mr. Wratislaw on the 9th instant to return to Tabreez. 

As I had the honour to report in my telegram No. 45 of the 13tli instant, the 
United States’ Minister informed me that the Persian Government had instructed their 
Representative at Washington to ask for a further delay of ten months before the 
murderers are punished. Mr. Pearson requested my opinion regarding this proposal. 
I replied that I thought the case would in all probability be in the same unsatisfactory 
position at the end of the specified time, and recommended that if the United States’ 
Government consented to wait, very stringent conditions should be made. 

1 have the honour to inelose Mr. Pearson’s telegram to the State Department. 

The very unsatisfactory termination of this phase of the case is, in my opinion, 
greatly due to Mr. Pearson’s total incapacity to understand the Persian character or the 
ways of this Government. I think it unlikely that the murderers will ever be brought 
to justice unless the United States’ Government have recourse to threats, without which 
they would never even have obtained the compensation paid to Mr. Labarce’s widow 
in December 1904. 

I transmit herewith further correspondence regarding the case, and await your 
instructions as to what further steps, if any, I am to take regarding the attack on 
Captain Gough, 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 214. 

Consul-General Wratislaw to Mr. E. Grant Duff'. 

(No. 1.) 

Sir, Urmi, January 20, 190G. 

WITH reference to my telegrams Nos. 1, 5, and 6, I have the honour to report that 
Imam Kuli Mirza seems to have made up his mind that he is to leave Urmi for Ardebil, 
and he has even sent off some camel loads of luggage in advance to his country seat 
near Maragha. He is very averse to the transfer, because he cannot take his andorun 
with him to Ardebil, and for other personal reasons he much prefers Urmi; but the new 
appointment does not seem in any way a disgrace. Ardebil is a lucrative and important 
post where, since the beginning of the existing anarchy in the Caucasus and the 
consequent impotence of the authorities on the other side of the Russian frontier, the 
powerful Shascven tribe has been causing considerable anxiety, and a strong and capable 
Governor is urgently needed. 

Some weeks ago the Valiahd proposed to send a creature of bis own, Vekil-ul-Mulk, 
as Governor of Urmi, but his suggestion was overruled, and a protege of Mushir-ed- 











No. 217. 



Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 51.) 

Sir, Tehran, February 27, 1906. 

WITH reference to your telegram No. 28 of the 9th instant, I have the honour 
to forward herewith a copy of the note which I addressed to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh, 
regarding the claim of the Persian Government to the sovereignty of Bahrein. 

The delay which occurred in carrying out your instructions was owing to the fact 
that the Mushir-ed-Dowleh’s telegram to the Persian community at Bahrein was not 
in the archives of His Majesty’s Legation, and had to he obtained from Bushire, 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure in No. 217. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

February 19, 1906. 

I LOST no time in bringing to the notice of His Majesty’s Principal Secretary of 
State for Foreign Aifairs the purport of your Excellency’s note of the 9th January last, 
regarding the claims of the Persian Government to soveicignty over Bahrein. 

I have the honour to inform you that I have received instructions from 
Sir E. Grey to reply to your Excellency’s communication in the following terms :— 

The Treaties of 1809, lb] 4, and 1857 on the subject have always been 
scrupulously observed by 11 is Majesty’s Government, but have no bearing on the 
present question. His Majesty’s Government have never admitted the ownership or 
sovereignly of Persia over Bahrein, and such a claim is, in their view, entirely 
inadmissible. 11 is Majesty's Government consider the Island of Bahrein and its 
inhabitants to bo under British protection, and must decline to entertain any further 
representations on the subject, famlurther to mention that this reply has invariably 
been made to the Ottoman Government, who have on several occasions advanced a 
claim to Bahrein. 

Sir K. Grey instructs me to remind your Excellency of the action taken by the 
British authorities in November 1901 for the protection of Persian traders at Bahrein, 
and o! jour telegram fmwarded on that occasion to the Persian community, of which 
the following is the purport:— 

“To the merchants and traders of the High Government living in Bahrein. Your 
telegram, on the subject of the assaults which have been made upon you by the Arab 
roughs of Bahrein, has been received. Certainly let your minds be at rest. 
Consultations with the British Legation have taken place on this subject, and it 
will shortly be settled in such a way that the oppression will be removed and that 
offenders will receive their proper punishment.” 

In conclusion, 1 have the honour to inform your Excellency that His Majesty’s 
Government must maintain their right to use their good offices on behalf of Bahreinese 
m Persia. 


[9426) No. 218. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sii Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 52.) 

Bir, Tehran, February 27, 1906. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 55 of the 21th instant, T have the honour 
to forward herewith copy of a despatch from His Majesty’s Consul inSeistan,regarding 
the proceedings of the Sanitary Council of Seistan. 

From the inclosure to Captain Maephcrson’s despatch it would appear certain 
that the Russian Consulate in Seistan are trying to use the plague epidemic to obtain 
political advantages. In these circumstances I ventured in my telegram No. 55 to 
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suggest’the possibility of asking the Russian Government to instruct their officials 
at Nasretabad, to modify their attitude at least during the continuance of the 
epidemic. Failing this I am disposed to concur in the view taken by the Govern¬ 
ment of India, that an attempt should be made to induce the Persian Government 
to abolish the Sanitary Council, and to confer full powers on the Director of Customs, 
and the Itisham-ul-Yazareh, the Frontier Officer of the Province, with liberty to 
consult the British and Russian doctors on purely medical questions. 

It is, however, by no means unlikely that the Persian Government would view 
any such proposal emanating from us with suspicion, and the Imperial Sanitary 
Council sitting there might object to the abolition of the Seistan Council, and so 
advise the Grand Yizier. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 218. 

Consul Macpherson to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 3. Confidential.) 

Sir, Seistan, January 27, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to forward, for your information, copy of letter No. 41 c of 
to-day’s date, inclosing a note on the proceedings of the Sanitary Council of Seistan, 
which I have addressed to the Government of India. 

Copies of this letter and inclosure have been forwarded to the Agent to the 
Governor-General in Baluchistan, His Majesty’s Consul-General for Khorassan, and 
His Majesty’s Consul at Turbat-i-Haidri. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. D. MACPHERSON. 


[nclosure 2 in No. 218. 

Consul Macpherson to Government of India. 

(Confidential.) 

Si r> Seistan, January 27, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to forward, for your information, a note on the meeting of 
the 24th instant, of the Sanitary Council of Seistan, as it now styles itself. 

2. I have considered it advisable to report very fully on this meeting in order 
to make clear the manner in which the Russian Consulate is attempting to profit by 
the outbreak of plague, and the fact of their having the only European doctor in 
Seistan. Another instance of this tendency is described in my note for the 21st 
instant, forwarded to you under cover of my letter No. 29 c of the 23rd January. 

3. This letter should reach Calcutfa and Tehran, a sufficient number of days 
before the arrival in Seistan of the British doctor, who is being sent up by the 
Government of India, to admit of an exchange of views by telegraph between the 
Government of India and Ilis Majesty’s Chargd d’Affaires at Tehran, as to the line 
of action to be adopted on his arrival. 

4. I would propose the following two alternatives for the consideration of the 
Government of India. 

In the event of Russian intrigue failing to develop to an extent materially 
injurious to our interests, I would suggest that the Persian Government bo advised 
that the Government of India, having full confidence in the ability of M. Molitor, 
and the Itisham-ul-Nazara—who are working in perfect harmony—to carry out all 
measures necessary to insure the stamping out of the disease, and prevent its spread 
to British Baluchistan and other provinces of Persia, propose that the Sanitary Council 
be dissolved, and that full powers be conferred on M. Molitor and the Itisham-ul- 
Nazara, with liberty to consult the British and Russian doctors on purely medical 
questions, whenever they may consider it advisable. 

1 may mention here that the Persian Government is sending down two Persian 
doctors for service on the Sanitary Council. 

As the putting into force of the above proposals could be made by the Russians 
to appear as if Captain Keyes had been removed from the Sanitary Council, it would 
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be advisable that the purely consultative nature of the doctors’ functions should be 
very clearly laid down in the orders dissolving it, so that there may remain no doubt 
as to the orders being in the spirit of the proposal made at the meeting of the 24th 
by Captain Keyes, of which a full translation is given in the text. 

In the event of Russian intrigue becoming so flagrant as to demand more 
pronounced action on our part, it would appear advisable to demand the removal of 
Dr. Zaplotynski from the Sanitary Council on the grounds of his persistent efforts to 
gain political advantage from his position, and the burden imposed thereby on the 
already over-worked executive staff of the Council. 

The action of the Russian Government in connection with the Turbat-i-Haidri 
cordon would appear to justify our taking this step if it unfortunately becomes 
necessary to safeguard our interests. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. D. MACPHERSON, Captain, 

His Britannic Majesty’s Consul for Seistan and Kain. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 218. 

Meeting of the Sanitary Council of Seistan on January 24, 1906. 

NINE a.m. was the time fixed for the commencement of this meeting. 
Dr. Zaplotynski arrived at 9\30, the Itisham-ul-Nazara and the Sifwat-us-Sultana 
at 10T5 ; the Mustofi, having been sent for, arrived at 10'45. 

Reports .—The Minutes of the last meeting having been read, all the Reports 
received in the meantime were laid before the meeting. The substance of these is as 
follows:— 

]. No eases of plague have been reported from any new village. 

2. No villages outside the Sheb-i-Ab cordon are infected, with the exception 
of Deb Iza, which, being near the city, is very carefully watched, and the Ark (vide 
last noto). 

3. The Headman of the Sayyads reports that no encampments of “gaodars” 
(graziers) have been attacked, and that the gaodars themselves have instituted their 
own cordons against tin* encampments of Sayyads. 

4. In a “kind” behind Deli Hussein Saba six or seven are dying every day. 

5. Fifteen villages and encampments round Kacbian were found to be free of 
plague by Hospital Assistant Sheikh Ahmed. 

0. In Tosha Khani, an encampment of 400 souls on the shores of the 
Hainun-i-Sahari, Sheikh Almied found that ten people had died of plague about a 
fortnight ago. The people, without instructions, threw their huts into the TTnm nn 
and burnt the rest of their effects. As the two first to be seized in this village 
contracted the disease immediately after returning from a funeral, the Sayyads 
determined to attend no more funerals. 

7. In Khel-i-Sayyadan five cases, originally concealed, were discovered by Sheikh 
Ahmed. 

S. Sheikh Ahmed reports that some of the encampments were in a very bad 
way, as the grain which is being seat out bj M. Molitor has not arrived, and the 
lish, on which they largely rely, are lying at the bottom of the water on account of 
the cold. 

9. It was estimated that the daily mortality among the Sayyads, who number 
some 2,000 souls, is about ten. 

Russian Jealousy.— The Itisham-ul-Nazara, M. Molitor, and the Sifwat-us- 
Sultana expressed thoir gratitude to Sheikh Ahmed for his excellent reports. It is 
interesting to note in this connection that Dr. Zaplotynski had previously protested to 
M. 'Molitor against Sheikh Ahmed’s being sent out without the Council’s being con¬ 
sulted. M. Molitor replied that he had not asked the approval of the Council before 
requesting Dr. Zaplotynski to examine a case at Deli Saftar. On this occasion 
Dr. Zaplotynski, who was attending an urgent case amongst the Russian subjects, 
instead ol inlorniing M. Molitor that lie could not go to the village, so that the latter 
could have asked the Sheikh to examine the case for him, sent his dresser. 

Telegraphic Instructions from Tehran. —M. Molitor then read a telegram from the 
AdminMrator-t ieuoral reducing the period of detention at Sandan to five days, and 
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informing him that the Government had decided that the subscription which it was 

proposed to institute was unnecessary. . 

Proposal to limit Meetings.— Captain Kayes then laid the following, in french and 

Persian, before the meeting :— 

“ It seems that the consultative nature of this Committee has been to a certain 
extent lost sight of, and its lengthy sittings have become rather a burden than an aid 
to the Itisham-ul-Nazara, M. Molitor, and their assistants, who are so capably carrying 
out the duty which has been confided in them by the Persian Government. To 
obviate as much as possible this undesirable result I would propose that the Com¬ 
mittee only meet once a week, and that those members who wish to submit a 
proposition circulate it, if possible, the day before a meeting, in French and Persian, 
through the good offices of M. Molitor. To avoid delays at the beginning of the 
sittings, I propose that members send their watches, the day of meeting, to be 
regulated by M. Molitor’s watch.” 

M. Molitor, before the meeting, had heartily approved of this Resolution, and 
on its being read out the Itisham-ul-Nazara also approved. Dr. Zaplotynski protested 
vehemently, and it was finally decided to cut the meetings down to one hour and 
a-half, and meet only twice a-wcek. 

The above Resolution seemed necessary for the following reasons : the meetings 
have always taken from four to five hours, and as the preparation ol the pioceedings 
take M. Molitor and his sole remaining mirza, who has also to do all the Customs 
work, some hours more, the real duties of the executive officials, such as the 
rationing of isolated villages, receiving reports, and issuing instructions, suffer con¬ 
siderably. The benefits to be placed on the other side of the account are hardly 
commensurate; they consist of the interminable discourses of Dr. Zaplotynski, who 
from the first has shown himself nervous and impracticable, and to this now adds 
persistent efforts to gain political advantage from his position. 

Fortunately, this Consulate is on excellent terms with M. Molitor, who has shown 
himself throughout most tactful and impartial, and has now tclegiaphed to Tehran 
protesting against the manner in which Dr Zaplotynski introduces politics into the 
matter in order to draw attention on himself and get into the Russian Consular service, 
for which, as he confided in M. Molitor, he is studying 

Instances of Russian Intrigue. -Two characteristic instances of this propensity of 
Dr. Zaplotynski’s occurred during to-day’s meeting. 

M. Molitor read a rather loosely-worded telegram from the Director-General of 
Posts in Meshed, ordering him to send the post to Meshed only once a-week during 
the prevalence of plague, and select a route avoiding the infected area, lhe Director- 
General called the postal line “ the Koh-i-malik Siah-Nasratabad -Turbat post,” and 
Dr. Zaplotynski, taking advantage of this slip, demanded that this treatment should 
also be applied to the Indian post from Koh-i-Malik Siah to the city, although it does 
not pass through the infected area, and that the cast* ol the Consular post, which 
follows the same route, should also be considered. 

On M. Molitor’s declining to do either, Dr. Zeplotynski said that he would bring 
the matter up at the next meeting. 

The second instance was as follows :— 

Dr. Zaplotynski offered the services of his “feldsher” (dresser), who, lie says, has 
a diploma for the quarantine at Lab-i-Baring, and stated that if Abbas Ali’s services 
were accepted for the post at Sandan, he (Abbas Ali) should be transferred to Lab-i- 
Baring, as the less important place, on the arrival of a Russian doctor from Turbat-i- 

Haidari. * 

M Molitor replied that he thought one station to the north of the Hamun was 
sufficient, when the Sifwat-us-Sultana, who had obviously been put up to it, appealed 
to the Itisliam to give his opinion whether the Resolution passed at the first general 
Conference could be altered m which it had been decided (as they said) that a Russian 
doctor should go to Sandan and a British doctor to Lab-i-Baring. The Itisliam said 
that it certainly could not be altered ; but on their being reminded that Captain 
Macpherson’s suggestion to take the mollahs into our confidence had been accepted by 
the general meeting and cancelled by the Sub-Committee, and that, although the 
general meeting had originally adopted a unanimous Resolution to telegraph to 
Tehran that, in their opinion, quarantine against British Baluchistan was unnecessary, 
Dr. Zaplotynski had subsequently re-raised the question, the matter was dropped. 

(Signed) A. D. MACPHERSON, Captain. 

3 C 
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[ 9427 ] 


No. 219. 


Persia in 1905. 


Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 


(No. 53.) 
Sir, 


Tehran , February 27, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith a Report on events in Persia in 1905. 
Those portions dealing with “ concessions ” and “ roads ” have ’jbeen drawn up 
by Lieutenant-Colonel Douglas, Military Attache to this Legation, while the remainder 
of the Report is the work of Mr. Kidston. 

X have (Soc 

(Signed) ’ EVELYN GRANT DUEF. 


Inclosure in No. 219. 


Report on the Events in Persia in 1905. 


THE principal Departments of the Persian Government were under the 
following Ministers:— 

President of the Council of 

Ministers.. .. .. Ain-ed-Dowleh. 


(ILis Highness, who was last year raised to the rank of Sadr Azam, was, on the 
return of the Shah from Europe, promoted to that of Atabeg-i-Azam, the highest title 
in the Shah’s gift.) 

Minister of Foreign Affairs .. Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

Minister of War .. .. Sipah Salar. 


(The Sipah Salar died in January 1905, and no successor has been appointed, 
the command of the forces boiug partitioned out to various Generals, while the 
Grand Vizier keeps the central control in his own hands. The Naib-es-Sultaneli, the 
Shah’s brother, was appointed Minister of War, February 1906.) 


Minister of Customs.. 
Minister of Posts 
Minister of Telegraphs 
Minister of Commerce 
Minister of Justice .. 
Minister of Public Works 
Minister of the Court 


M. Naus. 

M. Naus. 

Mukhber-ed-Dowleh. 
Saad-ed-Dowleh. 
Nizam- ul-Mulk. 
Mohandes-ul-Mamalek. 
Amir Bahadur Jang. 


The principal Governorships were held by the following persons :— 

Azerbaijan .. .. ., llis Imperial Highness the Valiahd. 


(The N izam-es-Sultnneh acted r 

Tehran.) 

Khorassan 

Pars 

Ispahan 

Kerman 

Yezd .. .. 

Luristan and Kermanshah 
Tehran 

Kurdistan .. 

Ghilan 


Governor during the Prince’s Regency at 
. Asal-ud-Dowleh. 

. llis Imperial HighnessShoa-es-Sultaneh. 

. His Imperial Highness Zil-es-Sultan. 

. Rukh-ed-Dowleh, and afterwards Zaf-es- 
Sultaneh. 

. Moayyed-ed-Dowleh. 

. Firman Firma. 

The Grand Vizier, and afterwards Ala-ed- 
Dowleh. 

. Salar-ed-Dowleh. 

. Azad-es-Sultan. 


The two chief governing factors of the political life of Persia in 1905 have 
been the effect produced by recent events in Russia and the emptiness of the 
Treasury. 

The victories of Japan and the subsequent revolutionary troubles in Russia have 
not only put the entire Persian question on a totally different footing, but have 
raised new social, political, and religious questions in the country itself. The Persians 
are showing a new restlessness, a new impatience of the bad Government which 
they formerly seemed to accept so philosophically, and a general resentment of the 
present state of things, which, although still tentative, and only groping for 
expression in futile and often childish ways, may be traced all over the country 
and in every department of public life. (See under “ Disturbances in Persia.”) 

The general upset in Russia has had greater material effect upon this country 
than perhaps on any other. The whole trade of North Persia has been dislocated and 
thrown into confusion. Transport, when not altogether interrupted, has been 
uncertain and risky ; the usual markets for Persian goods have either been altogether 
cut off, or have been so shaky as to be hardly worth cultivating. The import trade, 
on which North Persia practically clothes itself, and depends for all except the 
absolute necessaries of life, has been destroyed by the failure of Russian firms or 
the shutting down of factories. 

It is probable that the full effect of the commercial confusion existing in Russia 
has not yet been felt here, for the store of goods imported and held in reserve has not 
yet been exhausted, but prices of many commodities, notably sugar, are rising rapidly, 
and the outlook is not encouraging. 

The victories of the Japanese have undoubtedly diminished the prestige of all 
Europeans among the Persians, who only know that the Japanese are fellow-Oricntals, 
and are quite ignorant of the immense gulf separating the national characters of the 
two peoples. 

The massacres of Moslems by Armenians at Baku and elsewhere in the Caucasus 
caused great anxiety to the Persian Government during the summer. It was feared 
that the influx of Moslem refugees would rouse the fanatical spirit of the people in 
the great religious centres and lead to a general anti-Christian movement. With the 
exception of some unrest at Tabreez and Meshed, these fears have happily not so far 
been fulfilled. 

The risk of disturbances in North Persia is largely increased by the collapse of 
Russia, for the knowledge that any serious outbreak would instantly be followed by a 
Russian occupation acted as a wholesome check on turbulent spirits. 

From the point of view of the Persian Government, perhaps the most serious 
aspect of the situation brought about by Russia's difficulties is that it has upset the 
nice balance of the machinery which the Shah has for so long been accustomed to set 
in motion when in need of supplies. The persistent loan negotiations of the year are 
eloquent testimony of this. (See under “ Persian Loan Negotiations.”) 

The pretentious of the Persian Government, however, have not abated in 
proportion as their difficulties have increased, and the patience of those foreign 
Representatives who have had business relations with them in 1905 has been so tried 
by their obstructive methods that the necessity for some form of joint action has been 
freely discussed. 

Russia has been shown the difference that the events of the last two years have 
made in her position by the refusal of the Persian Government to pay any compen¬ 
sation for the damage done to her subjects in the riots of Moharrem at Meshed, by the 
destruction by a mob of the new Russian Bank building in the Tehran bazaar, and by 
an independent tone in correspondence with the Legation which the Persian Foreign 
Office would scarcely have ventured to adopt a few years ago. (See Sir A. Hardinge ’3 
despatch No. 165, Confidential, of the 29th July, 1905.) 

The Turks, besides the frontier dispute at Vazneh, which at one time threatened 
to result in an armed conflict, and is still by no means destitute of danger, have a 
long list of outstanding claims, and the Embassy complain bitterly that they can do 
nothing owing to the inadequate support which they receive from the Porte. 

The French are equally discontented, and their Representative has exchanged 
some sharply-worded correspondence with the Mushir-ed-Dowleh, and on more than 
one occasion threatened direct application to the Shah. 
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The Americans are disgusted by the had faith and obstruction shown them in the 
matter of the Urmi murder case. (See under “ Attacks on Foreigners.”) 

In fact, the chorus of complaint is general. 

The present Grand Vizier is credited with a profound contempt for everything 
foreign, and with a childish, hut comfortable, conviction that Persia is unassailable, 
and that the ragged and starved Persian troops are capable of resisting any forces in 
the world. The peculiarly Persian temperament of this gentleman may be judged 
from the fact that, on his recent journey to Europe with the Shah, having been stared 
at somewhat curiously at Lemberg, he never again, during the whole of his travels, 
ventured outside the hotels where he stayed, save on those occasions when he was 
forced to make an official appearance. 

The Court party say openly that Japan has shown the Western world what 
Orientals can do, and the victories of the Japanese have undoubtedly raised in Persian 
minds a quite exaggerated idea of their own capabilities. 

In May the Shah set out for Europe with the Grand Vizier, and the Valiahd was 
left as Begunt at Tehran. The latter, during his tenure of office, was assiduously 
cultivated by the Russians. They advanced a small loan to him without political 
conditions (see under “ Persian Loan Negotiations”), and in September the Czar made 
him a Knight of St. Andrew. In return for these blandishments he showed them favour 
in several small matters, but his Regency was not marked by any startling novelty, 
and he was probably either given very little power or was too prudent to use it, for all 
questions of any importance arising during his Regency were either referred to the 
Grand Vizier in Europe or shelved till the Shah’s return. 

The only real activity displayed by the Persian Government in 1905 has been in 
their constant attempts to raise a loan. (See under “ Persian Loan Negotiations.”) 

Nothing has been done to improve the condition of the country or to quiet the 
disturbed regions, and the influence of the revolutionary movement in Russia can be 
distinctly traced in such outbreaks as have occurred in Tehran and at Shiraz. (See 
under “ Disturbances in Persia.”) 

A summary of the principal events which have come under the notice of His 
Majesty’s Legation in 1905 will be found in the following pages :— 

They are arranged, for convenience sake, under the following headings :— 

1. Agreements between His Majesty’s Government and the Persian Govern¬ 
ment and Arbitration Awards. 

II. Customs and Posts. 

HI. Persian Loan Negotiations. 

IV. Telegraphs. 

V. Attacks on Foreigners. 

VI. Disturbances in Persia. 

VII. Concessions. 

VIII. Roads. 

IX. Miscellaneous. 

X. Rumours of 1905. 

XI. Russian activity in Persia in 1905. 

XII. Government of India’s complaint as to “ unfriendly acts ” on the part of 
the Persian Government, 


I.—Agreements between His Majesty’s Government and Persian Government 

and Arbitration Awards. 

(A.) Perso-Beluch Frontier or Mirjawar Agreement. 

(B.) Henjam-Bunder Abbas Telegraph Extension Agreement. 

(C.) Seistan Water Award. 


(A.) Perso-Beluch Frontier or Mirjawar Agreement. 

In 1902 the Persians established a custom-house at Mirjawar, a place which was 
alleged to be on the British side of the frontier, as laid down by the lloldich Agree¬ 
ment, but it was found, on examination, that our claim was doubtful, and that any 
hard and fast delimitation of the frontier in accordance with the lloldich Agreement 
would raise awkward questions as to the ownership of other points actually held by us. 
Sir A. Hardinge was accordingly authorized to give up our claim to Mirjawar in 
consideration of certain concessions on the part of Persia. 

By the Agreement, signed on the 13th May, 1905, the British claim to Mirjawar 
is withdrawn, but permission is given to the British outpost at Padaha to draw its 
water from that place. The further examination of the frontier line in this district 
by a Special Commission is abandoned, and the frontier is declared to be definitely 
settled in accordance with the Holdicli Agreement of 1896, no further claim to be 
made in respect of it. 

The Persian Government so far relax the embargo on grain as to allow the 
inhabitants of certain frontier villages to export supplies to a specified amount for the 
British frontier station at Robat and for the Nushki route. 


(B.) Henjam-Bunder Abbas Telegraph Extension Agreement. 

This Agreement was signed on the 13th May, 1905. By its provisions His 
Majesty’s Government authorize the Indo-European Telegraph Department to provide 
the engineers and materials for the construction of the line on behalf of the Persian 
Government, at a cost not exceeding 75,000 rupees. The line to pass across the 
Island of Kishm and, as soon as paid for, to be handed over to the Persian Ministry 
of Telegraphs. 

Provision is made for a Persian office at Henjam (a point on which the Shah 
insisted) for the appointment of Persian telegraphists there, and for the passage of all 
messages for abroad from Bunder Abbas through this Persian office. 

The Persian Government undertake not to employ foreign subjects in the working 
of the line, but with the reservation that this shall not preclude them from employing, 
for its repair and maintenance, foreigners in the service of the Indo-European 
Telegraph Department, nor from allowing a British signaller to be stationed at Bunder 
Abbas to deal with State messagos to and from the Consulate, should llis Majesty’s 
Government desire it. 

The laying of the line was completed in October, and in January 1906 the Persian 
Government requested that they might be furnished with the account, which they 
stated that they were prepared to settle. 

Meanwhile there are disputes at both ends of the line as to the receiving offices. 
At Bunder Abbas the Persian Government, though constantly urged to do so, have 
so far failed to take any steps for the construction of a telegraph office, and have by 
a show r of force resisted the temporary lodging of the cable end in the ground selected 
for the future British Consulate. 

At nenjam the question of the site of the Persian office is complicated by the 
view taken by the Persian Government as to the ovmership of the ground on which 
the already existing British office is built. (See under “ Customs.”) 


(C.) Seistan Water Award. 

Colonel McMahon delivered his Award on the Seistan water question in April. 
The preamble, after a brief historical summary of the events necessitating 
arbitration, and as assurance that the present Award is based on Sir F. Goldsmid’s 
Award of 1872, and is merely intended to adapt to altered circumstances the principle 
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laid down in that Award, that Persia has a right to a requisite supply of water for 
irrigation, declares that, after exhaustive inquiries, it has been ascertained that one-third 
of the water of the Helmund reaching Seistan at Bandar-i-Kamal will amply suffice 
for the proper irrigation of all existing cultivation in Persian Seistan. 

The Award itself permits the construction of new canals on either side, provided 
the supply of water requisite for irrigation is not thereby diminished; defines the 
amount of this supply due to Persia as one-third of the volume of the Helmund at 
the point where it enters Seistan; and provides that a British irrigation officer be 
permanently attached to Jlis Majesty’s Consulate in Seistan to act as Arbitrator in 
water disputes, and generally supervise the arrangement of matters in connection with 
the Award. Provision is made to insure that the principle of the Award should not 
be transgressed in the event of its being found necessary to move either the Band-i- 
Kohak or the Shahgul Band, and it is declared that Persia shall not be at liberty to 
alienate the water rights acquired under the Award to any other Power without the 
consent of Afghanistan. 

The Ameer of Afghanistan expressed satisfaction with the Award, but asked for 
explanations as to the appointment of a British irrigation officer, which he considered 
unnecessary. 

The, Shah, on the other hand, telegraphed from Europe that he would not accept 
the Award, alleging that the people of Seistan were discontented with the share of 
water allotted to them. 

This refusal of the Persian Government to accept the result of the arbitration 
which they themselves invited is doubtless largely due to the vigorous intrigues which 
the Bussians have ceaselessly carried on against Colonel McMahon’s Mission and the 
whole principle of British arbitration in South-East Persia Besides lying reports 
spread locally among an ignorant and suspicious population as to the ulterior motives 
of the Mission, attempts to organize local anti-British disturbances, and a vigorous 
campaign in the native press by Hussian officials, the Russian Minister even went so 
far as to .address the Valiahd on the subject, declaring that the Award defrauded 

Persia of her just rights, that it would drive Persian subjects to cross over into 

Afghanistan, that the Irrigation Officer would merely act as a spy and undermine 
Persian authority, and that the Yamin-i-Nizam, the Persian Commissioner, had sold 
his country for English gold. 

Not content with refusing to accept the Award, the Persians entered into direct 
communication with the Afghans, informed them that the Award was inoperative, 
since they refused to accept it, and that the water question therefore reverted to the 
'talus (/ho ante under the provisions of the original Goldsmid Award. Acting under 
instructions from Jlis Majesty’s Government, Mr. Grant Duff addressed a strong note 
to the Persian Government, stating that we could not allow one of the parties to 
notify to flu 1 other its intention to disregard the Award, pointing out that the proper 

course was to lodge an appeal through 1 Lis Majesty’s Legation, that such an appeal 

would receive every attention, but that if it were not presented within a reasonable 
period 11 is Majesty’s Government would consider the Award as final, and take effective 
measures to render it operative. This note was sent in on the 2nd December, but so 
tar (23rd February, 1900) no reply bad been received to it. 

The Persian Government has sent the ltisham-ul-Vazareh as special Commis¬ 
sioner to investigate on the spot. 

Gn the departure of the Mission for India, the mud huts wdiieh they had occupied 
at lvuhak wore left standing, and tlit* Russians promptly availed themselves of the 
fact to spread reports in tin* district to the effect that the English were coming back 
again to occupy the countn. Rumours of an impending invasion became so 
categorical that the Persian Go\enunent got news that an expedition had actually 
started from Quettah, and sent to 1 Lis Majesty’s Legation to ask for an explanation. 
Eventually, in view of the representations of the Persian Government, it was decided 
to destren the buildings, m consideration of a written engagement on the part of the 
Persians that they would re-erect them if necessary. Before the icceipt of the written 
communication, however, and before any agreement had been reached as to the 
method or formalities to he observed in connection with their destruction, the Yamin- 
i-Nizam, without even informing Jlis Majesty’s Consul of his intention, caused them 
to he burnt tothe giomul. Ills Majesty’s Government subsequently accepted a formal 
apology for tins incident, tendered to His Majesty’s Consul by the Deputy Governor 
and the Yarnm-i-N iz mi in uniform. 


II.— Customs and Posts. 

(A.) Agitation aaainst Belgian Customs Administration. 

(B.) Assafoetida Case. 

(C.) Jask Guard and Customs Duties. 

(D.) Hamalhashi Question. 

(E.) Medical Officers attached to Poreign Missions and their payment of 
Customs dues. 

(E.) “ Droits de Chancellerie.” 

(G.) Persian Gulf Post-offices. 


(A.) Agitation against Belgian Customs Administration. 

Throughout the year there have been evidences of a determined agitation against 
M. Naus personally, and against the Belgian Customs Administration in general. 
The leading spirits in the movement are the Mollahs (especially Seyid Abdullah), 
the Saad-ed-Dowleli, Minister of Commerce (since dismissed, February 1906), and 
the Nizam-es-Sultaneh, who is said to desire the Ministry of Customs for himself. 

M. Naus is freely charged with peculation, and in the beginning of the year a 
weapon -was afforded to his enemies by the fact that, having on one occasion gone to a 
fancy-dress ball in the costume of a Mollah, he w r as foolish enough to have himself 
photographed in the costume. His enemies were not slow to seize the opportunity. 
He was accused of deliberately insulting the Shiah faith. Copies of the photograph 
were sent to the clergy all over Persia, and to Nejef and Kerbela, and leaflets were 
distributed inciting the faithful to make away with the blasphemer. So serious did 
the agitation become that M. Naus offered to resign his office, but be was persuaded 
by the Sliab to retain it. 

During the month of Moharrem the Russian Legation became seriously disturbed 
by the violence of the movement, and, in alarm for the security for their loans should 
the customs pass out of European control, addressed a strong note to the Persian 
Government threatening that in such an event they would have “ to take measures.” 
This was interpreted by the Persians as a hint at Russian control, and was much 
resented. 

On the eve of the Sliah’s departure for Europe, the merchants followed the 
example set them by the clergy, closed their shops and proceeded in a body to the 
shrine of Shah Abdul Azim outside the city, as a protest against the Customs 
Administration. Here they remained for nearly a fortnight, much to the annoyance 
of the Shah, who feared that his European journey might have to be postponed. 
Eventually, after much negotiation, they consented to accept an arrangement by 
which Government Representatives were to be appointed to the frontier customs 
stations to supervise the application of the Customs Regulations. 

During the Shah’s absence the agitation slumbered, and in the beginning of 
October M. Naus left for Constantinople to negotiate a Commercial Treaty with 
Turkey, and the administration of the customs during his absence was intrusted to 
M. Priem, formerly Director of Customs at Tabreez. 

In December a movement of a wider scope against the Grand Vizier and the 
present Government broke out, and the leading Mollahs betook themselves to the 
shrine of Shah Abdul Azim. Among the demands which they formulated was a 
change in the administration of the customs, and before they could be induced to 
return a promise was given by the Shah that changes would he made, though 
their nature was apparently left, for future discussion. (See under “Tehran Distur¬ 
bances.”) 

Besides the charges of peculation on a very large scale brought against M. Naus 
and his staff, other grievances are the employment of large numbers of Armenians by 
the Customs, and the vexatious manner in which the Regulations arc enforced. 

There is much speculation in Tehran as to whether M. Naus will return. LLe 
openly stated, before leaving, that he would resign, and seek employment in liis own 
country, should the agitation against him continue—and it certainly shows no sign of 
abating. On the other hand, his wife and family are still here. 

Customs Questions. —Relations of British officials with the Belgian Customs during 
1905 have for the most part been good. The Belgians seem to have shown a more 
conciliatory spirit, and to have carried out tlu-ir duties in a less vexatious manner than 
formerly. 
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(B.) Assafcetida Case. 

This was a case in which certain Afghan merchants were accused by the Customs 
authorities at Meshed of smuggling assafoetida across the Afghan frontier. Their 
camels and stock were seized, and they were condemned to pay a very large fine, the 
maximum penalty being imposed on each member of the caravan. 

The case led to a very voluminous correspondence, and, after examination on the 
spot, the Customs finally discovered that they had no case and remitted the fine. 

The question as to compensation for the detention of the camels and assafcetida 
still remains to he settled, the Customs Administration and the Legation differing as 
to the interpretation of the Article of the “ Rciglement Ldgal ” which makes provision 
for this. 

The case may eventually have to be referred to His Majesty’s Government. 


(C.) Jask Guard and Customs Duties. 

The Government of India claim that the Jask Guard enjoy exemption from the 
payment of customs dues by the terms of the Jask Agreement, which stipulates that 
the employes and servants of the Telegraph be entitled to this privilege. This point 
of view has been represented to the Customs Department on more than one occasion 
in 11)05, and the question has been bandied to and fro between the Customs and the 
Persian Foreign Office, with the result that the Persian Government have at length 
declared that they do not admit that the Jask Guard can be included in the categories 
enumerated in the Jask Agreement as entitled to customs exemption, and refuse to 
grant them this privilege. 


(D.) Hamalbashi Question. 

Mr. Grant Duff has represented to the Customs Administration the long-standing 
grievance of the defective! arrangements provided in the southern ports for the transfer 
of goods from incoming vessels to the Custom-house. At present the Customs, while 
controlling the appointment of the contractor who handles the goods (“ hamalbashi ”), 
refuse all responsibility for losses in transit. Mr. Grant Duff has suggested that the 
Customs should either undertake the discharge of cargo themselves or be responsible 
for the “ hamalbashi.” Further suggestions deal with the reduction of the exorbitant 
fees at present charged lor porterage, and the provision of proper accommodation in 
the Customs go-downs. 

These suggestions are still under consideration. 


(E.) Question of Payment of Customs dues by Medical Officers attached to Legations 

and Consulates. 

The Customs Administration has refused to extend the privilege of exemption 
from customs duties to the medical men attached to foreign Missions, on the plea that 
they earn large fees in the country by private practice. 


(F.) “ Droits de Chancell erie.” 

The attempt of the Customs Administration to charge “ droits de Chancellerie ” 
and other office fees on goods imported by persons enjoying exemption from the 
payment of customs dues has been tacitly abandoned. 

llenjam.-M lien jam the Persian Government have insisted on their right to 
construct a custom-house within the area occupied by the Indo-European Telegraph 
Department, and have asserted that as the original Concession only gave the British 
(lie right to erect buildings, and did not specifically convey land to them or define the 
boundaries of the site, they have a perfect right to do so. This is objected to (1) on 
sanitary grounds ; (2) on account of the scarcity of water and the large sums 
expended by tin* Department to procure an adequate supply for themselves; and 
f.’i) lor tear of interlerenee with tin* Lloyd’s signalling station which it is proposed to 


197 


erect on the island. The question is, moreover, complicated by the anti-Persian 
sentiments of the Arab population, who have never acknowledged Persian sovereignty 
and are much excited by the establishment of the Persian custom-house. 


(G.) Persian Gulf Post-offices. 

The question of the status of the British post-offices in the Persian Gulf was 
raised in December 1901 by the seizure of the mail-bags from the steamer “ Kasara” 
by the Customs officials at Bushire. The Customs claimed that by Articles 27 and 51 
of the “ Bbglement Legal ” they were acting within their rights, while His Majesty’s 
Representative claimed that the British post-offices in the Gulf arc entirely outside 
the scope of the “ Rbglement,” as their existence does not depend on any Commercial 
Treaty, but on a separate Agreement with the Persian Government, and that any 
modification of the actual procedure in regard to them must be made the subject of 
another special Agreement with the Persian Government. 

A temporary compromise was agreed upon, by which the mail-bags are opened in 
the presence of a representative of the Customs; and in June Sir A. llardinge was 
authorized to conclude an Arrangement with the Persian Government for the treat¬ 
ment of the mails on the same lines as in the Ottoman dominions. 

All the papers were left with M. Naus in July, but, beyond expressing a personal 
and verbal opinion that there would be no objection to the proposed Arrangement, he 
took no further steps in the matter, and in October left for Europe. 

It is expected that he will raise the whole question of the status of the British 
post-offices on the Persian Gulf at the forthcoming Postal Conference at Rome, which 
he is to attend on behalf of the Persian Government. 


ill.— Persian Loan Negotiations in 1905. 

Owing to the cholera in the summer of 1904, the Russo-Japanese war, the 
subsequent internal troubles in llussia, and the consequent dislocation of northern 
trade, Persian finances at the beginning of 1905 were at a very low ebb indeed. 
Financial embarrassment was heightened by the Shah’s determination to undertake a 
European tour, and the necessity of raising funds for that object. 

The following is a brief record of the various attempts made during the year to 
replenish the Imperial coffers :— 

1. In February, as a result of overtures made by Die Persian Minister at 
St. Peterslmrgh, the Bussian Government stated thai they ■wen* prepared to advance a 
sum of 350,000/. on condition that tin* reorganization of the Persian army, which it 
was at that time proposed to undertake with the assistance of Austrian officers, should 
be placed instead under Russian supervision. The scheme practically amounted to the 
extension to the whole Persian army of an organization similar to that of the present 
Cossack Brigade. The Shah declined to accept such a condition, and the offer of the 
loan was withdrawn. On the Shah’s refusal the Russian Bank put on tho screw by 
demanding the immediate settlement of arrears on debts on account current contracted 
by the late Grand Vizier. The sum for the immediate payment of which pressure was 
brought to bear amounted to 84,000/., but the Persian Government were unable to 
raise* it, and in May the Russian Bank agreed to defer settlement. The scheme 
for gaining control of the entire Persian army was not at once dropped on the 
failure of the loan negotiations, but was constantly pressed all through the spring. 

2. In March M. Naus approached Sir A. llardinge with a proposal that, llis 
Majesty’s Government should advance a sum of 200,000/. Russia, his Excellency 
said, was willing to advance 400,000/., but on such stringent political conditions that 
the Persian Government were unable to accept her offer. 

3. In April the Persian Government proposed to raise 150,000/. from the Imperial 
Bank of Persia by agreeing to n*deem the annual royalty of 4,000/. payable in virtue 
of the bank’s concession. The bank dallied with the proposal for some time, but 
finally informed the Persian Government that they were warned by their legal adviser 
that, by the terms of their charter, they were not legally entitled to make further 
advances to the Persian Government. 
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4. In tlie beginning of May Ilis Majesty’s Government agreed to advance a sum 
up to 200,000/. on the security of the southern customs, on condition that the eventual 
control of the Karun irrigation scheme should be in the hands of Great Britain. The 
offer on presentation was reduced to 100,000/., but the Grand Vizier objected to the 
condition, and the Shah’s departure for Europe early in May rendered the local negotia¬ 
tion of any loan with political conditions impossible. In these circumstances 
Sir A. Hardinge suggested that it would be politic for the Imperial Bank of Persia to 
stretch a point and furnish a sum in consideration of the redemption of their royalties 
(see above, No. 3), but this scheme again fell through. 

5. In the beginning of June the Russian Government advanced a sum of 
100,000/. without political conditions, but in consideration of a verbal assurance of the 
settlement of all outstanding Russian questions. A notable point about this loan, 
which, as far as can be ascertained, was the only one that the Persian Government 
succeeded in raising in 1905, is the fact that the Russian Minister, in announcing if 
to the Regent, laid special stress on its being a personal concession to his Highness to 
facilitate the task of the Regency in the Shah’s absence. It was, in fact, an earneit of 
future favours to the Heir Apparent. 

0. In -July, as a result of further overtures, Ilis Majesty’s Government consented 
to advance a sum of 150,000/. The condition attached to the proposals of May 
(control of the Karun irrigation) was withdrawn, and in its stead it was stipulated 
that— 

(1.) The Persian Government should officially recognize the interpretation 
placed by His Majesty’s Government on the phrase: “The customs of Ears and the 
Persian Gulf ” ; 

(2.) That all railway construction in South Persia, including Scistan, be carried 
out, in so far as foreign assistance is required, under the auspices of Ilis Majesty’s 
Government. 

Negotiations for a loan on these terms also fell through, the Persian Government 
not being satisfied with the amount oil'ered. 

7. In December the Grand Vizier again made an urgent appeal to His Majesty’s 
Government for a loan of 800,000/., urging that the Russian Government were 
prepared to advance a much larger sum on severe political conditions, which 
Persia was not disposed to accept His Majesty’s Government refused to entertain the 
proposal. 


IV.—Telegraphs. 

(A.) Russians and the Meshed-Seistan Line. 

(B.) Proposed Extension of Central Persian Line. 
(C.) Nasratabad Extension. 


(A.) Russians and the Meshed-Seistan Line. 

All through the year the Russians have been making determined and ceaseless 
efforts to acquire entire control of the Meshed Seistan telegraph line, with a view to 
strengthening their political and strategical position by holding in their own hands 
tin' entire system of telegraphic communication along the frontier. 

The Persians at first math' a show of resistance, and refused to admit to the 
Persian offices the thirteen signallers whom the Russians posted at various points 
along the line; but on the eve of the Shah’s departure for Europe in the beginning 
of May, His Majesty, partly under financial pressure and partly in the hope of 
socuring, on his impending visit to the Russian Court, a showy reception commen¬ 
surate with his intense vanity, agreed to give the Russian signallers “ provisional ” 
access to the Persian offices. 

A similar right was at once claimed for British signallers, and was theoretically 
admitted by t he Persian Government. Men were sent from India to be posted at Turbat 
and Birjand. The Persians have announced their intention of refusing to admit these 
men, on the ground that negotiations are now in progress for the withdrawal of the 
Russians, but a compromise is now under consideration by which the British signallers 
on the line will be officially recognized, and His Majesty’s Government will permit 
the Mol lab, who was banished from Urmi to Tabreez as a result of the representations 


199 


of His Majesty’s Representative (see under “ Attacks on Foreigners—Urmi Murders ”) 
to return to his native city. (Eifect has now been give to the suggested compromise, 
February 1906.) 

The exact status and powers of the Russians on the line are somewhat difficult 
to ascertain; but, besides the Russian signallers, who receive their orders and pay 
from Tiflis, and have nothing to do with the Persian Government, there are two 
Russian inspectors and six mechanics, who are believed to receive their pay, half 
from the Russian and half from the Persian Government, though the latter deny 
their share in this transaction. These inspectors control the Persian “gholaras” 
along the line, and are in charge of supervision and repairs. A sum of money sent 
for the repair of the line from Kain to Seistan has been traced to the Russian 
Consulate-General at Meshed, and the Indian Government have suggested that we 
must insist upon having a share in the work, preferably on the lines of a section being 
intrusted to each of the rival Powers for repair. 

In addition to the constant pressure put upon the Central Government at Tehran 
to Complete the cession of the control of the line to Russia, M. Somow, the Councillor 
of the Russian Legation, on the occasion of his visit to Meshed in the summer (see 
under “ Disturbances—Meshed Riots ”) was instructed to do everything in his power 
to effect this object, and the Russian Consular officers at Meshed and Seistan have 
been working indefatigably with the same end in view. 

(B.) Proposed Extension of Central Persian Line. 

If was proposed in the early part of the year that the Persian Government should 
be asked to sanction the extension of the Central Persian line, under the administration 
of the Indo-European Telegraph Department, by a wire from Karachi to Panjgur, by 
way of Kuhak and Mirjawar, but the moment was not considered favourable for 
asking such a concession, and the matter was allowed to drop, as far as the passage 
of the line through Persian territory was concerned. 

(C.) Nasratabad Extension . 

The extension from Nasratabad to Kuh-i-Malik Siah is strongly pressed for by 
the Government of India, and the Persian Government have been urged over and over 
a"ain to concede it. Our demands arc based on the obvious utility of the.lineitself, 
and on the plea that we are entitled to this concession as a set-off to the permission 
accorded to the Russians to build a line from Kuclian to Bajgiran. The Persians 
have so far declined to ontertain the idea, but negotiations still continue. 

Henjam-Bunder Abbas Extension. —Dealt with under the heading of “ Agreements.” 


Y.—Attacks on Foreigners. 

(A.) Urmi Murders. 

(B.) Attack on Captain Gough. 

(C.) The Douglas- Eorimer Outrage. 

(D.) Attack on Mr. Consul Grahame’s Escort at Mehrabad. 


(A.) Urmi Murders. 

At the end of 1904 the United States’ Government came to the following 
agreement with the Persian Government with regard to the murder by Kurds of an 
American missionary named Labaree :— 

1. An indemnity of 5,000/., to be paid at once. 

2. The perpetual imprisonment of Sej id Ghaffar, the chief criminal. 

3. The remaining accomplices to be brought to justice by the 9th March, 1906. 

4. No fresh tax" to be levied from the Christian population of Urmi for the 
indemnity. 

Failing the fulfilment of any of these conditions, the indemnity to be raised to 
8,500/., the sum demanded in the first instance. 

The indemnity of 5,000/. was paid, and Seyid Ghaffar, the chief criminal, Is now in 
prison in Tehran. 
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British demands in connection with the Urmi question were complied with, in so 
far that the Urmi Mollah, Mirza Hussein Agha, the chief adviser and instigator of the 
Kurds, was removed from Urmi to Tahreez (although it was stipulated that he should 
proceed to Tehran or Meshed) and the Governor of Urmi dismissed. 

During the whole of the year the British and American Legations have kept up 
a constant struggle with the Persian Government to try to induce them to carry out 
the remaining terms of their Agreement with the United States’ Government, and to 
restore order in the Urmi district, where the lives of the missionaries are in constant 
danger, and the Christian population is in a perpetual state of terror. 

In the early part of the year the Persians sent a special Commissioner to 
investigate the case against the Kurds, hut he never got further than Tahreez, and the 
only progress made was that certain of the Kurds accused of complicity in the Laharee 
murder were brought to Tehran. 

In the summer His Majesty’s Consul-General at Tahreez proposed that, if the 
Persian Government could not he induced to send an expedition against the Kurds 
and thoroughly pacify the country, it might he as well for the missionaries to 
endeavour to come to an amicable agreement with the Kurds, who should he required 
to give hostages to the Persian Government for their future good behaviour. This 
suggestion was vetoed by the American Government, who insisted on the fulfilment of 
the terms of their Agreement. 

In October the Persian Government were at length induced to appoint a special 
Commissioner, and Mirza Bagher Khan set out for Urmi with the accused Kurds 
who had been brought to Tehran, while Mr. Wratislaw, His Majesty’s Consul-General 
at Tahreez, was appointed to look after British and American interests. The 
inquiry was to include the attack on Captain Gough (see below) as well as the 
Laharee murder. 

Mr. Wratislaw strongly insisted on the necessity of the accused Kurds being 
treated as prisoners until the inquiry was concluded, and the American Minister was 
induced to demand from the Persian Government that this should be done ; but, 
in spite of their assurances, the Persian Commissioner let the accused men travel 
in perfect freedom, with the inevitable result that they quietly left him on the 
road between Tahreez and Urmi, and returned in triumph to their own villages. 

Since then no progress whatever has been made with the inquiry. There has 
been much parleying between the Kurds and the emissaries of the Valiahd, and threats 
of severe measures, but absolutely nothing has been done. 

The whole case has afforded "an excellent example of Persian obstructive methods 
combined with Russian intrigue. The Russians, partly to discredit the British in 
Azerbaijan (whom, rather than the Americans, whose interests they were upholding, 
they recognized from the first as hoing identified in the Persian mind with the case), 
and’ partly to curry favour with the Valiahd, intrigued constantly and unscrupulously 
in favour of the Kurds. In the early part of the year, when their efforts to prevent 
the expulsion of the Urmi Mollah had proved unsuccessful, they even went so far as 
to publish a false official communique to the effect that the American and Pcrsiau 
Governments had expressed to the Russian Government their gratitude for assistance 
rendered in the settling of the Urmi incident. 

The Valiahd on his side has been lavish in promises, and has made u great show 
of endeavouring to bring the offenders to justice, while secretly assuring them of his 
protection; and the Persian Government have obstructed and prevaricated and 
brought forward every excuse, from the state of the weather to a pathetic plea 
that thi' accused Kurds had been long away from home, and had been allowed their 
freedom in order (o visit their families, and would doubtless soon come in to he tried. 

These tactics have at length worn out the patience of the American Minister, 
who has suggested that Mr. Wratishuv’s continued presence at Urmi can serve no 
further useful purpose, and has referred the whole question to his Government. 

Closely hound up with this ease is the long struggle with the Persian Government 
over tlu> Majid-es-Sultaneh. 

This official was the only Persian who gave any real assistance to the British 
ami American authorities in their attempt to settle the Urmi business. He 
consequently earned the hitter enmity of the Valiahd, who insulted and struck him, 
and attempted to extort a large sum of money from him. For fear of worse things 
happening to him he sought refuge in liis Majesty’s Consulate-General at Tahreez, and 
a long struggle began with the Persian Government to induct* them to permit him to 
go abroad. 'Phis was at length successful, and in January 1900 the Majid-es-Sultaneh 
leit Tahreez for Tiflis. 
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(B.) Attack on Captain Gough. 

Captain Gough, while on special service at Urmi in connection wit^ the murdejs 
of missionaries, was attacked by a body of Kurds in the end of 1904. He was not hit, 
hut about twenty shots were fired at him. 

The attack was to form the subject of inquiry at Urmi at the same time as the 
Laharee murder, but, as explained above, the inquiry has so far led to nothing. No 
satisfaction of any kind has been given by the Persian Government, who, in a note to 
Mr. Grant Duff of the 7th January, 1906, state that the fault was Captain Gough’s 
own, in that he galloped towards the Kurds, which he ought not to have done. 
This somewhat naive justification for a murderous attack professes to be based on a 
letter from Captain Gough to Mr. Wratislaw, which has, in some unknown manner, 
fallen into the hands of the Persian Foreign Office. The letter, of which the 
Persian Government did not scruple to send a copy to the Legation, does not 
eveu convey the idea that Captain Gough did gallop towards the Kurds. It 
merely says that when the shots came raining round him he put his horse at a 
gallop. 

(C.) The Douglas-Lorimer Outrage. 

This case also dates from 1904, and in this, too, the Persian Government have so 
far given no satisfaction. 

It will be remembered that Lieutenant-Colonel Douglas, Military Attachd to 
His Majesty’s Legation in Tehran, and Mr. Lorimer, at that time British Vice-Consul 
at Ahwaz, while travelling on the public service in South-West Persia, were 
set upon by their Lur guides, robbed of everything they possessed, and seriously 
wounded. 

In January 1905, besides compensation for the actual losses incurred and the 
punishment of the offending tribe, His Majesty’s Government demanded of tjie 
Persian Government an indemnity for each officer of 500/., to be paid in five yearly 
instalments of 100/., the first due on the 1st April, 1905. 

The Persian Government replied by denying all responsibility for the attack, on 
the plea that the officers had been warned by the local officials of the dangerous 
condition of the country in which the outrage occurred. Sir A. Ilardinge pointed 
out to them in reply that the local officials were not hold responsible, but the Central 
Government, who, for the last four or five years had been constantly and strongly 
urged to take steps for the pacification of the district (in connection with Messrs. 
Lynch's Arabistan Road Concession), and had taken absolutely no measures to effect 
this object. 

With regard to the punishment of the guilty tribe, some pretence of action was 
made by the Persian authorities, but, as is usual in this country, the promised 
expedition was so hindered by intrigues and counter-intrigues, that nothing ever came 
of it. 

The Firman Firma, Governor-General of Luristan and Kermanshah, was intrusted 
with the expedition, but as he is an enemy of the Grand Vizier, was hampered in 
every possible Avay. His request for additional troops was refused, and a large 
body of those which he might have utilized was drafted off on another expedition. 

The Firman Firma procrastinated in the usual Persian way, first on the plea of 
scarcity of provisions, alleging that he must wait until the crops were reaped, and then 
on the ground that the autumn migration of the tribes would afford a better opportunity 
for punitive measures. 

In July he succeeded in capturing twelve Lurs, presumably by treachery, and 
forwarded a photograph of his prisoners to His Majesty’s Legation.* In this photo¬ 
graph Colonel Douglas and Mr. Lorimer were only able to identify one man Avith 
certainty as having been among their assailants. 

Since then no further stops tiavc been taken, and the Persian Government have 
once again written to His Majesty’s Legation refusing to pay an indemnity, and 
repudiating all responsibility for the outrage. 

(D.) Attack on Mr. Consul Grahame’s Escort at Mehrabad. 

In the end of March the escort of Mr. Graharne, His Majesty’s Consul 
at Shiraz, while travelling with members of the Indian Commercial Mission, was 
[161*] 3 V 
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attacked at Mekrabad, near the meeting place of the Governorships of Ispahan, Yezd, 
and Pars, and an Indian sowar was severely wounded. 

Compensation was demanded from the local authorities for this attack, and they 
handed over a sum of 300 tomans (50 l.) The sowar was indemnified, but the sum 
paid by the Persian authorities did not suffice to cover the medical and other 
expenses resulting from the incident, which have had to be defrayed by His Majesty’s 
Government 


VI.— Disturbances in Persia in 1905. 

(A.) Meshed Riots. 

(B.) Unrest at Tabreez. 

(C.) Kerman Religious Troubles. 

(1).) Yezd Anti-Christian Movement. 
(E.) Tehran Disturbances. 

(F.) Pars Disturbances. 


Disturbances of a serious character have taken place during the past year in 
towns in almost every part of Persia. 

(A.) Meshed Riots. 

In the month of Moliarrcm (March 1905) a serious disturbance occurred at 
Meshed, resulting in great destruction of property, chiefly belonging to Russian 
subjects. 

Tin* riot ostensibly started with trouble about a Mahommedan woman and a 
Russian Armenian, but it is rumoured that it was really engineered by the Governor- 
General himself with the object of being continued in office. The chief importance 
of the uil'air was that a large force of Russian troops was detailed for Meshed, 
and 300 infantry and Cossacks actually started for Askhabad, but were recalled. 

Tin* Russian claims arising out of these riots have caused much trouble, and led 
to the exchange of acrimonious correspondence between the Russian Legation and 
the Persian Government. The Persians refused to grant any compensation unless 
their subjects were indemnified for the losses suffered in the Baku troubles. M. de 
Somow, Councillor of the Russian Legation (now Russian Chargd d’Affaires, January 
190(5), travelled to Meshed to enforce these claims, hut returned to Tehran without 
directing anything. 

In September, owing chicily to the troubles in the Caucasus, there appeared to 
be danger of a serious anti-Armenian outbreak in Meshed, but matters quieted down, 
and there lias, so far, been no recurrence. 

(B.) Unrest at Tabreez. 

Although there has so far been no actual outbreak at Tabreez, the arrival of 
Moslem refugees from the Caucasus with tales of the murders of their co-religionists 
by Armenians has created a very dangerous situation and caused much anxiety. 
In summer, and again in autumn, serious trouble was feared, and at the close of the 
year the British Acting Consul-General reported that there was no improvement in 
the situation. 

(C.) Kerman Religious Troubles. 

In the summer there were serious religious troubles at Kerman between the 
si'ets of the Sheikhis and Balisaris. The Zalr-es-Sultaneh, the Governor, showed 
sufficient firmness to cause a Mullah who had incited a riot to be beaten. The Central 
Government, though it approved his action at the time, was afterwards weak enough 
to cede to popular clamour and recall him to Tehran. 
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(D.) Yezd Anti-Christian Movement. 

In the month of Ramazan the local Mollahs, on the pretext of the expulsion 
of a boy from the Church Missionary Schools, attempted to start an anti-Christian 
agitation. Violent language was used and considerable alarm created, but the matter 
passed off quietly, 

(E.) Tehran Disturbances. 

The agitation against the Belgian Customs Administration has been reported 
under the heading “ Customs,” hut a movement of a much more wide-spread character 
has since occurred. 

In December the Ala-ed-Dowleh, lately appointed Governor of Tehran, attempted 
to dictate to the merchants in the bazaar the maximum price which they might put 
on sugar, an article which has largely risen in value, owing to the shutting down of 
the Russian sugar refineries. On the merchants resisting his order, he caused some 
of them to be severely beaten, including an aged Seyid. It is said that, on this latter 
protesting against such an indignity being inflicted on a descendant of the Prophet, 
the Governor ordered him to he taken out and given some more strokes, pointing out 
that sons of the Prophet should know better than to defy his authority, and that his 
fault was the greater. 

A riot was at once raised in the bazaar, the leading Mujteheds took the matter 
up, and the popular discontent quickly spread from the Ala-ed-Dowleli until it found 
expression against the Grand Vizier, and even against the Shah himself. The 
Mujteheds, though left in the lurch at the last moment by the Imam Jumeh, 
betook themselves in a body to the great shrine of Shah Abdul Azim, about 6 miles 
outside the city, placarded the bazaars with revolutionary notices, formulated a 
petition stating their grievances, and refused to return to Tehran until their demands 
were granted. The Shah sent frequent emissaries to try to induce them to come in, 
but they held out for four weeks, and only returned when the following points were 
conceded to them :— 

1. Some form of Constitutional Government: its precise form to be discussed 
hereafter. 

2. Certain changes in the Administration of the Customs Service. This point is 
also reserved for future discussion. 

3. The abolition of the percentage levied on official salaries 

-1. The restitution of the recently confiscated endowment of a “ Madrasseh.” 

It is said that while the Mujteheds were at Shah Abdul Azim almost all the 
highest officials of the Government, with the exception of the Kajar family and the 
immediate entourage of the Shah, were intriguing with them against the Grand 
Vizier. 

The Shah, besides granting the demands of the Mujteheds, sent his State carriages 
to bring in the leaders, and provided public vehicles and special trains to bring in their 
followers. 

The agitation cannot by any means be considered as closed by the Shah’s 
compliance with the Mollahs’ demands, for the fulfilment of which no steps have of 
course been taken, and further disturbances are prophesied for the month of 
Moharrem. Meanwhile the Mujteheds are delighted with their technical victory, and 
vow vengeance against the Imam .Tumeh, who deserted their cause. 

It. is curious to note that the demands of the Mujteheds Avero evidently inspired 
by recent events in Russia: the demand for Constitutional Government, indeed, 
seems almost suicidal on the part of a privileged class like the Persian Mollahs, and 
was probably promulgated in a purely imitative spirit, Avithout any perception of the 
consequences which would result to themselves if it were granted. 

Another striking feature, both of this agitation and of the earlier one against 
M. Naus, is that on both these occasions an appeal was made to the Turkish 
Ambassador as the Representative of the Khalit', and therefore the proper 
mouthpiece, for the grievances of the Faithful. 
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(F.) Fars Distuibances. I VII.- -Concessions. 


From the month of June onwards the Province of Fars has been in a state of 
ferment. 

The trouble is due to the misgovernment, cruelty, and tyranny of the Shoa-es- 
Sultaneh, one ol the Shah’s sons, and his Vazir, the Sardar-i-Akram. 

Disturbances first broke out at Shiraz in June in the shape of an anti*Jewish 
movement. Abul Kassim, a British Indian subject, was implicated in the early 
troubles, and was removed from Shiraz by Sir A. Ilardinge at the request of the 
Prince Governor. In August, a French Jew, named Aglia Khan, took “ bast ” at 
His Majesty’s Consulate. Ilis nationality was disputed by the Persian Government, 
and the question led to some acrimonious correspondence between the French 
Legation and the Persian Foreign Office, and to joint action on the part of the Frenc). 
and British Legations. 

In October the Shoa-cs-Sultaneh left for Europe, and in November the anti- 
Jewish disturbances broke out with renewed violence, gradually losing their anti- 
Semitic character and becoming, first, a demonstration against the Sardar-i-Akram, 
wli’o had boon left as Deputy-Governor, and lastly an undisguised agitation against 
the return of the Prince Governor himself. 

While the movement was still of an anti-Jewish character the position of Jews in 
Shiraz became so critical, and a general massacre seemed so imminent, chat His 
Majesty’s Consul, after the murder of a Jewish woman in broad daylight, advised 
tin* leader of the Jews in Shiraz—one Veneziani, of Italian nationality—to gather 
the Jewish women and children into his house. He then put a guard of Indian 
sowars from his escort, over the house. This action, which was duly reported to and 
approved by f I is Majesty's Government, formed the subject of a formal complaint on 
the part of the Peisian Government, who alleged that Indian troops had been posted 
in the Jewish quarter, an absolutely unfounded accusation, as Yeneziani’s house, 
where the refugees were collected, does not stand in the Jewish quarter at all. 

By December the movement had entirely lost its anti-Semitic character, and was 
openly directed against the Prince Governor, the Jewish Rabbis being even sounded as 
to whether they would participate in it. 

All trade and business was at a standstill, malcontents were flocking in from the 
country round, there were serious disturbances at Kazerun and elsewhere in the 
province, and the people of Shiraz kept sending telegraphic messages to the Heads of 
Missions in Tehran, setting forth their grievances, and begging for the intervention of 
the foreign Uepresentalives for the dismissal of the Prince Governor. Similar 
messages were sent, to the Grand Vizier. 

Mr. Grant Dull' had long before warned the Persian Government of the folly and 
danger of moisting upon the retention of the Shoa-es-Sultnnch as Governor-General 
of Fars, had remonstrated against the anarchy prevailing in the province, and had 
represented tin* losses suttered by British trade owing to the insecurity of the roads 
and the general lawlessness of the district. But his warnings had been systematically 
disregarded, and when flu* crash came, and the fact could no longer be hidden that 
tht' agitation was a serious protest against the misgovernment cf the province, the 
Persian Government showed their resentment, of these timely warnings by com¬ 
plaining to Ilis Majesty’s Government of Mr. Grant Duff’s attitude. 

Matters, however, had gone too far for the movement to be altogether over¬ 
looked, and at the close of the year the Persian Government sont a special High 
Commissioner, the Vazir-i-Makhsus, to inquire into the state of affairs. 

The Shoa-es-Sultaneh is the favourite son of the Shah, and is backed by the 
most powerful clique at Court, so that there is still some fear that an attempt may he 
made to reinstate him later on. But the Mollahs of Shiraz have threatened that 
if he comes hack they will leave the city in a body ; and the Fars tribesmen have 
declared their intention of resisting his return to their last cartridge. 


(A.) Motor-ears. 

(B.) Karun Irrigation Scheme, 
i (C.) D’Arcy Oil Syndicate. 

(D.) Tehran Water Supply. 

(E.) Sponge Exploration Syndicate. 
(F.) Railway Schemes. 


(A.) Motor-car Concessions. 

Concessions for introducing motor-cars for goods traffic in different parts of 
Persia have formed the subject of considerable correspondence during the past year, 
although, so far, little has been done to carry into effect the various schemes 
proposed. 

In 1904 the Sani-ed-Dowleh, a Persian magnate, obtained from the Shah a 
monopoly for running motor-cars throughout Persia, but his right to exercise any 
monopoly on the roads constructed and worked by Russian Companies was contested 
by the Russian Finance Ministry on the ground that his concession could not cancel 
rights previously conceded to them. The Sani-ed-Dowleh appears to have acquiesced 
in this view, and, as was reported by Sir Arthur Ilardinge in his despatch No. 141 of 
the 24th June, 1905, the Russians expressed their intention of organizing a service 
on the roads held by them. Two heavy motor lorries appear to have been imported, 
and these have been in use of the section of the road between Kazvin and Tehran 
during the latter part of the year. The weight carried was said to be about 4 tons 
of goods, in addition to twelve passengers on the top of the load. They do not travel 
at night, and take something over twenty-four hours to cover the 90 miles of road. 
It was reported that other cars which had been ordered were expected to arrive in 
Persia in time to inaugurate a regular service along the whole line from Resht to 
Tehran on the 1st January of this year, but owing, it is said, to recent events in 
Russia, they have not yet come. If successful, the service will doubtless be extended 
to the road from Kazvin to Hamadan, as soon as that track is metalled and fit to take 
regular traffic. None of the other roads worked by Russian Companies are as yet 
sufficiently far advanced to be able to take heavy motor traffic. 

In August, the Sani-ed-Dowleh informed Sir Arthur Hardinge that he had 
already purchased six motors, and that lie intended to commence by running them 
from Tehran to Kazvin and Tehran to Kum, his idea being later to inaugurate a 
service on the roads to Kcrmanshah and Meshed. He was at that time trying to 
raise money from either the English or Russian Bank, and, failing to comes to terms 
with the former, it seems probable that some arrangement was made with M. Grube, 
as on the 18th November Mr. Grant Duff was informed by the Muskir-ed-Dowleh 
that a Company consisting of nine Persians and one foreigner, with a capital of about 
45,000/., was to he formed to run Renard motor-trains on the Tehran-Meshed and 
Tehran-Kum-Kermanshah roads. When asked who the foreigner was, the Minister 
for Foreign Affairs replied that he had not yet been nominated, but it is suspected 
that he is the Russian Financial Agent. 

Various proposals have been made by His Majesty’s Minister here and by the 
Government of India with a view to counteracting the loss to British trade which 
must ensue from the establishment of a regular motor service on the Russian roads. 
The Persian Transport Company can, under the terms of its Concession, claim rights 
similar to those exercised by the Russian Company on their roads, and Sir Arthur 
Ilardinge suggested that an arrangement might he come to with the Sani-ed-Dowleh 
by which, in return for our assistance to him in obtaining a loan from the Imperial 
Bank, he should give to an English Company running powers from Ispahan and 
southwards to Shiraz, and eventually to the Persian Gulf. The Government of India 
would prefer a Concession for a road from Bandar Abbas vih Rigan to Bam, which 
might in time be joined to Kasluin vih Kerman and Yezd. Other suggestions have 
also beon made, but as yet no definite steps brave been taken in the matter. 
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(B.) The Karun Irrigation Scheme. 

In connection with this scheme Major Morton, R.E., an expert in irrigation, 
accompanied by two native surveyors, was sent from India in January 1905 to 
examine and report upon the scheme put forward by the Dutch engineer, Herr von 
Roggen. The object of his mission was kept secret from the local authorities, but 
Herr von Roggen was instructed by the Grand Vizier to discuss the proposals fully 
and confidentially with him. After a careful survey, Major Morton in July submitted 
his Report. His estimate of the cost of carrying out the scheme as proposed by 
the Dutch engineer amounts to 2,246,000/., with an annual charge of 10,000/. for the 
upkeep of the works, while lie calculates that the net revenue would amount to 
only about 35,000/. per annum, or about 1^ per cent, on the capital expenditure. He 
gives his opinion that “ there is not in any conceivable circumstances the remotest 
possibility of Herr von Roggen’s scheme paying,” and “ that, if it did pay, it is to be 
wholly condemned for various reasons.” 

In view of this Report, the question of making a loan to the Persian Government 
to enable them to carry out the scheme has been dropped. 


(C.) The D’Arcy Oil Syndicate. 

The borings made by the Syndicate near Kasr-i-Shirin on the Turkish frontier 
were closed down early last year, and little work has since been done. Mr. Preece, His 
Majesty’s Consul-General at Ispahan, while on leave in England, was asked to make 
an arrangement with the Bakhtiaris by which the latter should open up their country 
to the exploring parties of the Syndicate. Accordingly, on bis return to Persia in 
October, be entered into negotiations with the tribe, and after some trouble, caused by 
internal dissensions among the Chiefs, an Agreement was concluded and signed by 
them. By the terms of this the Syndicate are permitted to make borings and explo¬ 
rations for oil in the country owned by the Bakhtiaris, and to erect the necessary 
buildings ; and the latter agreed to protect the works and working parties, and to guard 
such roads as it might be necessary to construct, in return for an annual payment of 
2,000/., the Chiefs accepting responsibility for robbery or for loss or damage to the 
works and buildings of the Syndicate. It is further stipulated that should oil be found 
in sufficient, quantities, and a pipe line be laid, the Syndicate will pay a further sum 
of 1,000/. per annum for the safeguarding of the pipe line; and that, in the event of 
one or more Companies being formed to work the oil, the Chiefs shall receive 3 per 
cent, of all the ordinary shares issued. This Agreement is to be in force for five years 
provided the Company are working during that time; and should oil be found in 
sufficient quantities, and the Company proceed to refine oil and trade in it, the terms 
will bo binding so long as the Concession continues in force. 

In accordance with these terms, a Mr. Bertie and two assistants, with a quantity 
of plant, arrived at Alnvaz in December, and commenced work on a road which would 
enable the machinery to be conveyed to the oil-fields; but the Persian Government 
has refused to recognize the Agreement made with the Chiefs, and, owing to 
dissensions among the latter, difficulties have already arisen on the subject of the 
guards. 

(D.) Tehran Water Supply. 

An English Company, known as the Standard Trust (Limited), has for some years 
been trying to obtain from the Persian Government a Concession for supplying the 
town of Tehran with water, but so far without success. Last year negotiations were 
reopened, and during the Shah’s visit to Europe the Prime Minister was approached 
privately on the matter through the Motashim-es-Sultaneh, and is said to have made a 
verbal promise, which ho has since denied, that the Concession would be granted. 
Mr. Grant Duff has been instructed to use his good offices to assist in obtaining the 
Concession should he be asked to do so, but no action has been taken pending the 
receipt from the London office of the Company of full particulars of the terms they 
would be willing to accept. 


(E.) The Sponge Exploration Syndicate. 

On the 9th August, 1905, a Concession was signed at Vichy giving to the Sponge 
Exploration Syndicate (Limited), of London, the exclusive right of fishing for and 
exploiting spoDges in the waters of the Persian Gulf belonging to Persia. The Syndi¬ 
cate, which is believed to be composed of Greeks, agree to pay His Majesty the Shah a 
sum of 1,500/. when the Concession is granted, and a royalty of 50 fr. on every 
100 kilog. of sponges exported abroad or brought into Persia for sale. The Concession, 
which is for fifty years, includes the right to erect the necessary buildings, &c., for 
carrying on their operations, and to import material free of customs duty. 

The limits are defined as from Fao to Gwettar, embracing the' whole of the 
southern coast of Persia and all the islands belonging to this kingdom. The Persian 
Government reserve the right to revoke the Concession should the Syndicate stop work 
for a continuous period of eighteen months after the 1st May, 1906. 

(F.) Railway Concessions. 

In July last year it was reported that a group of German and American 
capitalists was endeavouring to secure a Concession for a railway from either Busliire 
or Mohammerah to Meshed and the Transcaspian frontier, passing viA. Tehran, and 
with a branch to Khanikin. They intended to offer a very large sum to the Shah, and 
sounded M. Naus as to his willingness to act as their intermediary, offering him shares 
in the enterprise as a reward for bis services. The proposal xvas declined by 
M. Naus on the ground that his official position precluded him from assuming 
such a task, and he warned them that an understanding with the British and Russian 
Governments was an essential preliminary to the success of their scheme. 

A rumour has been current in Meshed that the Russians were trying to obtain a 
Concession for a railway thence to Tehran. 

In this connection it may be noted that early in the year Sir Arthur Hardinge 
addressed a note to the Minister for Foreign Affairs respecting the terms on which the 
Railway Agreement with Russia had been renewed in 1899. In a subsequent 
conversation with His Majesty’s Minister, the Mushir-ed-Dowleh said that he believed 
the Agreement had been ultimately renewed for five and not, as w r as sometimes 
alleged, for ten years, but that there had been no formal Convention, or even exchange 
of notes, the Shah having merely minuted a note or Memorandum which was now in 
the possession of the Russian Government. His Excellency added that the Persian 
Government could not verify the fact as to the term of years without referring to the 
Russian Legation, and that they thought it undesirable by doing this to draw Russian 
attention to the question. 

There have been no fresh developments regarding other Concessions, a list of which 
was given in the summary for last year. 


VI.L1.— Roads. 


Roads in which Great Britain is interested. 

(A.) The Bakhtiari Road. 

(B.) The Persian Transport Company’s Concession. 

Russian Road Concessions. 

(A.) Resht-Tehran Road. 

(B.) Resht-Kazian Road. 

(C.) Kazvin-llamadan Road. 

(D.) Julfa-Tabreez Road. 

(E.) Meshed-Askhabad Road. 
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Hoads in which Great Britain is interested. 


(A.) The Bakhtiari Road. 

Mr. Preece, His Majesty’s Consul-General at Ispahan, visited the Bakhtiari 
Chiefs in the autumn of last year and discussed with them the question of the upkeep 
of the road, regarding which no agreement with Messrs. Lynch Brothers has yet been 
come to. It wi,ll be remembered that in 1904 the Bakhtiaris agreed to give the sum 
of 30,000 krans,down to put the track in order, and to pay 10,000 krans annually for 
repairs, these sums being sufficient, in Mr. Preece’s opinion, for the purpose. Messrs. 
Lynch, however, objected to the arrangement, on the ground that the amounts 
allotted were insufficient, and the Chiefs have since withdrawn their offer, saying that 
they would prefer to keep the road in repair themselves. A sum of 19,431 krans is 
also claimed by Messrs. Lynch for upkeep of the two bridges for 1903 and 1904, but 
these charges appeared to Mr. Preece so excessive that he did not even show them to 
tins Chiefs. Meanwhile the track, though everywhere passable for mules, is reported 
to be badly in need of repairs in several places, and more caravanserais are also 
required. The principal Bakhtiari Chiefs are now in Tehran, and it is hoped that a 
compromise may be arrived at before they leave. 

(B.) The Persian Transport Company's Concession. 

The work done by the Persian Transport Company during the past year has been 
chielly on the Kum -Sultanabad section of the roads included in the Concession. A 
large number of culverts have been rebuilt, and new ones made ; some bad gradients 
have been eased, and the surface has been repaired and the track generally improved. 
Extensive surface repairs were also carried out on the Tehran-Kum road, and the 
bridge over the Rudkhaneh-i-Shur has been overhauled and put into proper repair, 
is o work has yet been done on the lvum-Ispahan section of the road, and the disturbed 
condition of Luristan has precluded any action with regard to the extension from 
Sultanabad southwards. 

Russian Road Concessions. 


(A.) The Resht-Kazvin-Tehran Road. 

This road has on the whole been kept in good repair during the year, though the 
traffic was interrupted at times by heavy snows in the winter, and by falls of rock in 
the more hilly parts during the spring. The section of the road from Resht to Piri 
Bazar was in very bad condition during the early part of the year, but was 
repaired to some extent, and by the autumn was in fairly good order. Probably 
the Company are 'unwilling to spend much money on this section, as they will 
naturally wish to divert the traffic as far as possible to the ltesht-Kazian road as soon 
as it. is ready. 

(B.) The Resht-Kazian Road. 

In May last it was stated that the work on this road had been expedited in order 
that it might be made use of by llis Majesty the Shah on his way to Europe, and that 
it was then tit for vehicular traffic. Mr. Messervy, llis Majesty’s Acting Vice-Consul 
at llesht, has, however, travelled over it quite recently, and reports that, though fairly 
good for a short distance out of Reslit, it becomes very heavy and extremely difficult 
for wheeled traffic as Kazian is approached, The bridges, of which there are four, 
are not yet completed, and the road is used only for local traffic. A light Ddeauville 
or trolley line of 24 or M^inehes gauge lias been laid for some distance from tbe 
Kazian end, and is used fo^ffie transport of material. 

When tin* Shah passed through Enzeili, lie was, it is said, much annoyed at the 
number of houses which the Russians are building at Kazian for the engineers and 
other employes on the harbour docks, but very slow progress lias been made on these 
works during the year, and the little done has been damaged by storms during the 
winter, and work has for some time been at a standstill. 


(C.) The Kazvin-Hamadan Road. 

Work on this road was proceeded with during the year, and by the beginning of 
Decerhber the whole of the roadway was finished and all bridges* and culverts were 
built, with the exception of the bridge near Rezan, which was nearly completed, and 
the large bridge over the Kara Su River at Ab-i-garm. This latter had twice been 
carried away by sudden floods, and, the workmen having desertedi en masse after the 
foundations of a new bridge were laid at the end of November, it will probably not 
be ready before the spring of the current year. Metal has been laid and’rolled for 
about 30 miles at the Kcizvin end and 8 miles out from Hamadan, and all post-houses 
are built, but not yet furnished. At present the road is very little used, and it will 
be at least a year before the metalling is completed and the road ready to take heavy 
traffic. 

(D.) The Julfa-Tabreez Road. 

On the 21st August His Majesty’s Consul-General at Tabreez reported that work 
on this road had come to a standstill owing to quarrels between the Russian officials' 
employed on it. A portion of the new roadway had been washed away near the 
Julfa end, and the net result was that the journey from Tabreez to Julfa was more 
difficult than before, the old track being obstructed and the new road practically 
useless. Work was apparently resumed later, as it was reported in December that 
the Russian employes on the road had gone on strike owing to a disagreement with 
the authorities about their pay. On the whole, little progress has been made during 
the year. 

(E.) The Meshed-Askhahad Road. 

During the last few months rumours have been current in Meshed that the 
portion ot this road which is in Persian territory had been sold by the concessionnaire 
to the Russian Bank. Mr. Grant Duff addressed the Prime Minister officially on the 
subject, and was informed in reply that there is no foundation for the report, and 
that the concessionnaire has not the right to transfer the road. It is, however, at 
least certain that repairs to the track arc to be undertaken shortly, and that a Russian 
and a Persian engineer, accompanied by a representative of tbe Customs, left Meshed 
some months ago in order to make an estimate of the cost of the work. 


IX.— Miscellaneous. 

(A.) Protection of Koweitis. 

(B.) Perso-Turkish Frontier Dispute. 
(C.) Arms for Meshed. 

(D.) Embargoes. 

(E.) Bakhtiaris. 


(A.) Protection of Koweitis 

The protection of Koweitis in Persia by British Consular officers still continues 
to be made a grievance by the Turkish Government, and the Turkish Ambassador has 
formally protested against the protection extended to them by His Majesty’s Resident 
in the Persian Gulf. 

Sir A. Hardinge was accordingly instructed to endeavour to obtain for Koweitis 
in Persia the same privileges as for Afghans—namely, “ that the friendly recom¬ 
mendations and wishes of the British Government on their behalf should be 
accepted.” 

The question still remains unsettled. 
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(B.) Perso-Turkish Frontier Dispute. 

In October the Persian Government made representations, both to His Majesty’s 
Legation in Tehran and to the Foreign Office in London, to the effect that iurkish 
troops bad occupied Laiiijan and Vazneh, places which they claimed to be on 
Persian territory. Both Russia and Great Britain are appealed to as Arbitrators in 
the frontier delimitation of 1865. 

The Turks appointed a Commission and expressed their willingness to meet 
Persian Representatives on the spot, and endeavour to come to an agreement with 
regard to the frontier, but the Persian Government, though strongly advised to accept 
this arrangement, refused to proceed in the matter until the Turkish troops should be 
removed from the territory in dispute. The Sultan refused to remove his troops. 
Neuotiations are still continuing. 


(C.) Arms for Meshed. 

Owing to the disturbed condition of Meshed, and the constant danger of serious 
trouble spreading from Baku and the Caucasus, Ilis Majesty’s Consul-General at 
Meshed asked in July that 100 rifles might be supplied for the protection of His 
Majesty’s Consulate-General there, and 30 for His Majesty’s Consulate in Scistan, 
together with a reserve of ammunition for each place. Such a request was all the 
more justified in that the Russian Consulate-General at Meshed was said to be 
constantly receiving supplies of arms, and a party of Russian Cossacks had a short 
time before forced the Customs barrier on the Khorassan frontier and forcibly imported 
a quantity of arms and ammunition. 

Permission was asked of the Persian Government to import the weapons, but, 
as had been anticipated, it was at once refused, first, on the plea that the importation 
of these rifles would render futile the negotiations which the Persian Government 
stated were then being carried on for the removal of the arms forcibly imported by 
the Russians, and afterwards on the ground that such importation would disturb the 
populace at Meshed, and might lead to trouble. 

The question was constantly pressed, but the Persian Government would make 
no concession, and at last, in January 1906, the Government of India decided to send 
the arms up to our frontier station at Robat under an escort of troops, whose 
presence there was thought desirable, owing to the outbreak of plague in Seistan and 
the likelihood of the Russians attempting to establish a military cordon in that 
province. 


(1).) Embargoes. 

The imposition of embargoes by local officials for purposes of private gain has 
long formed a just grievance to foreign merchants, especially on the Karun River. 
In the early part of 1905, the Governor of Arabistan once more imposed such an 
embargo on" grain from the Karun. After constant representations the Valiahd in 
the summer so far relaxed as to invite Messrs. Lynch, the principal sufferers, to state 
the amount of grain which they wished to export, promising to give it free passage. 
The Persian Government, moreover, were persuaded to declare that in future 
embargoes would onl) be imposed after due notice, and that in each case a period of 
grace would be given. 

In pursuance of this assurance, the Persian Government have since announced 
an embargo on grain from all southern ports, and on lambskins and sheep lor the 
whole of Persia. 


(E.) Bakhtiarus. 

(Tin* Bakhtiari road and the Petroleum Agreement, concluded with the Khans 
by Mr. Preece on behalf of Mr, D’Arey, are dealt with under “ Roads ’’ and “ Con¬ 
cessions ” respectively.) 

The Bakhtiari tribe is reported to be increasing in wealth and civilization, with 
the unfortunate result that the Khans are becoming involved in the tangle of intrigue 
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that envelopes the Persian Court. Haji Ali Kuli Khan, who has spent much time in. 
Tehran, and acquired a little of the flimsy veneer that passes for civilization at the 
Shah’s Court, has returned to the Bakhtiari country and entered upon a course of 
intrigue against his brother Khans. He is believed to be working to usurp the place 
of the present Ilkhani, and it was even categorically reported at one time that he had 
succeeded in his object. He is doubtless encouraged by the Persian Government, 
whose traditional policy is to sow discord among powerful dependents and reap an 
easy harvest of increased authority for themselves. (Haji Ali Kuli Khan has since 
succeeded in his object, February 1906.) 

The same policy may be seen at work in the long-standing dispute between the 
Central Government and the Khans as to raids committed by Kuhgelu tribesmen on 
the Bakhtiari road. These tribesmen are technically under the jurisdiction of the 
Government of Fars, but pass over into the Bakhtiari country, raid caravans on the 
Bakhtiari road, and then return to the safe shelter of their homes in Fars. The 
Bakhtiaris are forbidden to follow them, while the Fars authorities disclaim responsi¬ 
bility for robberies committed outside their territory. During 1905, His Majesty’s 
Legation have had to make frequent complaints of robberies of British goods 
committed by the tribe, and have repeatedly urged upon the Central Government that 
full powers should be given to the Bakhtiaris to follow up the raiders and summarily 
punish them, but the only effect has been that the Khans have been given compli¬ 
cated and almost unintelligible instructions to the effect that they may follow 
offenders to their frontier, and must then proceed, in accordance with an elaborate 
system, to give information as to the identity of the robbers to the Fars authorities. 
The Bakhtiaris, meanwhile, are held pecuniarily responsible for robberies which they 
are powerless to punish. In this way the Central Government effectually contrive to 
keep the Bakhtiaris at loggerheads with their neighbours. 

The Bakhtiaris are also unfortunately on bad terms with the Sheikh of Moliam- 
merah. Disputed ownership of a village and mutual complaints that offenders take 
refuge and find protection and encouragement from the other party have raised ill- 
feeling between the Khans and the Sheikh. Mr. Preece, on his visit to the Bakhtiari 
country, was instructed to do his utmost to compose the feud. He spoke seriously to 
the Khans on the subject, and they promised not to be exacting and to endeavour to 
come to an agreement on their return to their winter quarters. 


X.— Rumours of 1905. 

(A.) Rumoured Cession of Kishm to Russia. 
(B.) Meshed-Tehran Railway Scheme. 

(C.) Rumoured Sale of Seistan Crown Lands. 


^A.) Kishm. 

A rumour has persistently circulated in the south of Persia to the effect that 
the Shah, during his visit to Pcterhof, ceded, sold, or leased the Island of Kishm to the 
Russians. It will be remembered the Bunder Abbas-Henjam telegraph extension, 
built for the Persian Government for the Indo-European Telegraph Department, 
passes across this island, and that the Persian Government have notified to His Majesty’s 
Legation that they are prepared to pay the cost of the construction of the line and 
have asked for the account. 

German Railway Scheme .—(See under “ Concessions.”) 

Rumoured sale of Meshed-Askhabad road to Russia .—(See under “ Roads.”) 


(B.) Meshcd-Tehran Railway. 

Rumours have been current to the effect that the Russian Legation has been 
negotiating with the Persian Government for the early construction of a railway from 
Tehran to Meshed, and it is stated that engineers have been surveying the road. 














(C.j Sale of Seistan Crown Lands. 

In May a very circumstantial report was received from Meshed to the effect that 
the Seistan Crown lands, comprising the greater part of the province, had been sqld to 
the Amin-i-Zarb and the Reis-ut-Tujjar, two wealthy Meshed merchants, and that the 
purchase money had been obtained by them irom the Russian Bank. 

The Mushir-ed-Dowleh, when asked as to the truth of this report, denied all 
knowledge of the transaction, and said that it was impossible, as the consent of the 
Persian Government would have to be obtained in order to make the purchase valid. 
His Excellency promised to inquire of the Grand Vizier, who by that time had started 
for Europe with the Shah, but all his telegrams remained unanswered. 

It is suspected that the Grand Vizier, acting in the names of the Meshed merchants, 
tried to get a lien on the Seistan Crown property as security for the loan which he had 
made to the Shah for the purpose of his European journey. This loan also stood 
in the names of the merchants, though it was really made by the Grand Vizier 
himself. 


XI.— Russian Activity in Persia in 1905. 

The Russo-Japanese war, and the subsequent troubles in Russia itself, have not 
led to any relaxation of Russian activity in Persia; on the contrary, the following 
list of some of the chief instances of Russian activity during 1905 would tend to show 
that it ha-, increased rather than diminished :— 

1. Early in the year Russia demanded the erection of lighthouses on the Persian 
Gulf, and the placing of buoys in the Gulf ports, offering to survey the coast and 
undertake the necessary work herself. This was refused by the Shah, who, on the 
insistence of the Russians, ordered the Persian Customs to carry out the work. 

2. Russian Consulates have been established at Lingah and Bunder Abbas. 

3. Prince Amatouni, a Russian official of the Ministry of Commerce, has been 
travelling in the south in the interests ol Russian trade. 

4. The Russians have been buying up land in the neighbourhood of Meshed and 
at Enzeli. 

5. Interference with the Seistan Frontier Commission, including attempts to stir 
up local disturbances, misrepresentation ol the objects of the Mission in the native 
press, and a violent attack on Colonel McMahon’s Water Award addressed personally 
to the Valialul. 

G. Interference in the Urmi murder case. 

7. Motor-car schemes. 

8. The determined attempt to get absolute control of the Meslied-Seistan 
telegraph line. 

9. The attempt, by the exercise of financial pressure, to acquire control of the 
entire Persian army. 

10. The loan of 100,000/. advanced to the Valialul without political conditions as 
a means of securing the favour of the heir to the throne. 

11. Intrigues against the Indian Commercial Mission, and attempts to discredit it 
by misrepresenting its character to the natives. 

12. To these may be added the rumoured intrigues with regard to the Seistan 
Crown lands, the Meshed-Askhabad road, the Island of Kishrn, and the Meslied- 
Tehran railway scheme, though it should be noted that these are only rumours. 

With regard to Russian policy in Persia in the immediate future, it may be well 
to quote hero the following extract from Sir A. Hardinge’s despatch No. 126, 
Confidential, of the 10th June, 1905 •— 

“ M. VlassolT, my late Russian colleague, who discussed Persian affairs very freely 
with me, used to any'that the advocates of the Russian forward policy in the Middle 
East placed all their hopes in the advent of a Liberal Government in England, and 
could continue to play a waiting but steady game till that event, which was certain, 
sooner or later, to come about; nor was I ever able to convince him that on questions 
of Imperial, and especially Indian, interests the leaders of both our great parties were 
now agreed.” 


XII. —Government of India’s Complaint as to "Unfriendly Acts" on the 

PART OF THE PERSIAN GOVERNMENT. 

In the beginning of 190o the Government of India enumerated ten grievances 
against the Persian Government, characterizing them as “ unfriendly acts," and asking 
that steps should be taken to secure satisfaction. ° 

The following were the chief of them : — 

1. Urmi murders and attack on Captain Gough. 

2. Douglas and Lorimer outrage. 

3. Interference with quarantine arrangements in the Persian Gulf. 

4. Refusal to reinstate the Hashmet-ul-Mulk in the Governorship of Seistan. 

5. Interference with the British postal system in the Persian Gulf. 

The remaining five grievances related to various instances of undue activity on 
the part of the Belgian Customs officials in the Persian Gulf. In some of these 
satisfaction has since been given, in others a compromise has been arrived at, and 
in others again the action complained of has tacitly been abandoned, so that it 
is useless to relate in detail the steps taken with regard to them. But it might 
be of interest to examine briefly the progress made with the five more important 
grievances enumerated above :— 

1 (a.) Urmi' Murders.— The Urmi Mollah was removed from Urmi to Tabreez 
though it was stipulated and agreed that he should proceed to Tehran or Meshed. A 
promise was given that house property at Tabreez belonging to Seyid Chaffer, the 
chief murderer, now imprisoned in Tehran, would be sold, and the profits devoted to 
the payment of compensation to the family of the murdered Daniel. Nothing else 
has been done, and the accomplices in the murders have been allowed to escape, in 
spite of frequent warnings as to the absolute necessity of keeping them in close 
custody, while the Commission convened at Urmi to try them has proved a farce. 

(i.) Attack on Captain Gough. Ihc Persian Government agreed, under pressure, 
to include this case among the matters to be examined at Urmi. His Majesty’s 
Consul-General from Tabreez spent four months at that place, but absolutely nothin®, 
was done. The Persian Government now maintain that Captain Gou»h' walloped 
towards his assailants, and that they were therefore justified in attacking him.” 

2. Douglas and Lorimer Outrage — Persian Government have °agairi denied 

responsibility, and declined to pay any compensation. " 

3. Interference with Quarantine Arrangements in Persian Gulf.— Questions at issue 
have been allowed tacitly to drop. 

4. Hashmat-ul-Mulk. Persian Government finally offered him the Governorship 
of Seistan, but he declined to accept it, hoping to secure that of Kain in addition His 
Majesty’s Government are therefore under no further obligation to him and as the 
advantage of affording him further support appears doubtful, the matter has been 
allowed to drop. 

5 Interference with British Postal System in the Persian Gulf— 1 The compromise 
arrived at at the end of 1904 still continues in practice. M. Naus has taken no steps 
to conclude the proposed agreement for parcels mails on the lines of the system in 
force in the Ottoman dominions, and is suspected of an intention to raise the whole 
question at the Postal Conference which will meet at Rome in the spring of 1906. 

This disposes of the grievances set forth by the Government of India in the 
beginning of l.)0o. TV hile some of them have been settled or compromised, others 
alleviated, and others aggravated, it may be well to enumerate here some of the chief 
cases which during the past year have formed the subject of fruitless representations 
to the Persian Government on the part of His Majesty’s Legation 

1. Seistan Water Award : Persian Government refuse to accept. 

2. Petroleum Agreement with Bakhtiari Khans: Persian Government refuse to 
recognize. 

3. Status of Bahreinis : Persian Government declare them to be Persian subjects 
and in an official note accuse His Majesty’s officers of consistently intrio-uin" for the 
overthrow of the authority of Persia in her lawful territory. ' 

4. Attack on Mr. Consul Grahame’s escort, at Mehrabad. 

5. Illegal taxes in South Persia: The Central Government state that these are 
charges levied by guilds for actual services rendered, though the local authorities 
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maintain that they are Government taxes, and profess their inability to remit them 
without the consent of the Central Government. They are, moreover, expressly 
abolished by the terms of the “ Rdglement, Legal.” 

6. Refusal to permit the import of additional arms for the defence of Ilis Majesty’s 
Consulates at Meshed and in Seistan. 

7. Burning of the Seistan Mission buildings at Kuhak without giving the stipu¬ 
lated written undertaking to re-erect them if required, and without informing His 
Majesty’s Consul of their intention to do so. (Apology accepted.) 

8. Attitude with regard to the grain embargo on the Karun. 

9. Refusal to settle outstanding British claims, especially those of Bush ire, 
many of which have now been outstanding for from five to ten years. 

10. Failure to take the necessary steps for restoring order in the Government 
of Ears, though constantly warned of the inevitable result of their inaction. 

11. Refusal to grant to tin* Bakhtiari Khans permission to punish Kuhgelu 
tribesmen coming across the border into their territory to plunder on the Bakhtiari 
road. 

12. Insistence by the Persian Government on their right to build a customs 
station within the area occupied by the British telegraph station at Ilenjam. 

13. Refusal to grant the Nasratabad-Kuh-i-Malik Siali telegraph extension. 

14. Taxation of the “ Qasids ” attached to His Majesty’s Residency at Bushire. 

15. Refusal to admit provisions for the -Task guard free of duty. 

1<>. Beating of Residency “ Qasids ” by road guards in November and December. 
Complaint of His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz ignored. 

17. Beating by Vazir of Ears of a witness sent to the Karguzari by His Majesty’s 
Consulate, and refusal of the Central Government to order the offending official to 
apologize. 


[ 9428 ] No. 220. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Orey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 54.) 

8ir, Tehran, February 27, 1906. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 53 of the 22nd instant, I have the honour 
to inclose copies of correspondence on the subject of Ilenjam. 

Although T have as yet received no written reply to my note to the Persian 
Government of tin 1 12th instant, the Mushir-ed-Dowleh verbally informed me that the 
Shah could only recognize the right of His Majesty’s Government to the houses 
mentioned in the Concession granted in 1808, which makes no reference to land. His 
Excellency addl'd that if His Majesty’s Government dosin' land at Ilenjam a formal 
application must be made to the Shah in the manner usual in such cases. 

1 pointed out that the land claimed had been held for twelve years—that is, from 
1808 till 1880 -by the Indo-European Telegraph Department without any protest on 
the part of the Persian Government. A considerable amount of labour and money 
had boon expended on the water supply. It was, I said, unreasonable to expect 
Europeans to live and work on an island without control over an extent of land 
sufficient for their various wants. I also verbally gave his Excellency the substance 
of your telegram No. 34 of the 20th instant, and on the following day addressed to 
him the note copy of which I have the honour to transmit herewith. I have 
received no reply from the Persian Government to my last note. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUEE. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 220. 
Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Mr. E. Grant Duff 


January 25, 1900. 

I HAVE received your note of the 22iul October, 1905, respecting Henjam, and 
sending me a map of the place. In reply, I have the honour to state that in the 
beginning, when the Persian Government gave permission for the construction of a 
telegraph-office at Ilenjam by the English, the permission was based on certain 
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Inteo^ Office to the British 

requested you to send me the original man inZwu h ? T ? W1 * h , ? na a fcw da y» “go I 
any measures which may he not in accord’ance with 


Inclosure 2 in No. 220. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 


T1 - 1 H £ D thc honour to receive vour nntn h- February 12, 1906. 

Persian Government in the first instance mavc nermhS * statm & that when the 
British telegraph-office at Henjam, thatuerumsioii™‘\ for establishment of the 
and map« sent at thc time by tl n °! on cortai ” regulations 

Legation. y Aeisian Toieign Department to Ilis Majesty’s 

such maps or map i^the Ti^itmarchiv^ 116 ^ 1 have been mmble to find any 
with the Henjam telegraph-office is ‘that now inclosed' "V? 1 ^ discovor C0Im ected 
the late Sir J. Champain, then Assistant DiriWm. V +i t V ^ S a PP are ntly drawn by 

Department, and merely shows the position of ti °- ^ Hdo-European Telegraph 

to land. It was transmitted >Mi™ sS i Kl va ™ a «buildings without reference 
Excellency is aware, I communicated to Z ,™ ™ thft 23rd March, 1868. As your 
mately the limits of the British teWrapb a i map showing approxi- 

„ I am directed by Ilis Ma*estv ? s wS l 1 was "handonod in 1880. 
Excellency that His Majesty’s Government^consider* hfform your 

Persian Government in tlie actual f-mt of +i nsifb r! ^*at the acquiescence of the 

1868 to ,880 must ho rcgScd S 1 XnTTo "til °V'' e H at H**- from 
siiid land. ° equivalent to the formal concession of the 


Inclosure 3 in No. 220. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 


convorsatioi! rcgardhir. IIo,^ Y, our ^ xc °H°r lc y, lu' e the fl co u ].s , c ^Q^ u 

from a reliable 0 soured thafth,. ^fsty-s Govorin 

toree the resident Arabs to pav tavo« m ” tltcn ded to proceed to that island to 
Your Excellency detail ilf^X ta' T■T f 
Governor of the Gulf Ports, and promi'i’l t n f inm in? thc I ,art of t,le 

Highness had given such instructions. d f m thu Grand Vizier if his 

Majesty’s Government, desimble^that Ui^limhT 'r th ° °I ,inion of His 

llenja.n shall he satisfactorily settled and I tvo n t ^ teI( W h station at 
inshuit, jdneed before vonr Excellenev tl, ■ 1 »' ,' ‘"1. 111 uiy note of the loth 

regard to the matter. ’ Till (hi! ' nesUo k S ° ^‘r Govcrmnent whh 

must object to any coercive action against the Arabs r p ’ Misty’s Government 
endanger the British telegraph offichls in V.m A ™ s,dunt 011 Henjam, as likely to 
the Darya Begi or any other Persian official""^ staGon > and in the event, of 
Hs Majesty’s Government will he compelled to sendTshh ” /° ta ?° , Such meas, *rcs, 
There is, as I explained to vour u S, “P ol war to the island, 

apparently recognize the Sultan of A™ 1 *, who 

, ho P° tliat tho Persian Government will refrain from^n^' Iu * 1080 01rca mstances 
to regrettable consequences trom an ? moasu ™ which might lead 

telographstation, rding the limits of the 

the lersian Government so desire, to notify to the a “T”™ 4 Wl11 . ,)0 spared, should 
Persian sovereignty, and will endeavour to obtain tlu'iir ^ 1 ' CCOe " i ‘ io ' 1 



Inclosure 4 in No. 220. 

Major Cox to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

<^ r Bushire, January 12, 1906. 

WITH reference to previous correspondence on the subject of jurisdiction at 
ILenjam, I have the honour to forward for information a copy of the inclosed letter. 

“ ’ l have, &c. 

(Signed) P. Z. COX. 


Inclosure 5 in No. 220. 

Residency Agent, Ling ah , to Political Resident in the Persian Gulf. 

(Translation.) January 3, 1906. 

f 1 [AYE heard that his Excellency the Darya Begi Amir Tooman, Governor of 
Gulf Ports, and 11aji Mahomed Moin-ut-Tujjar had directed Sheikh Hassan-bin- 
Mahmned ZabiL of Kiahm Island, to instruct the* Arabs living at Henjam Island to 
pay the Customs authorities the revenue or any other taxes demanded by the latter. As 
directed, Sheikh Hassan addressed Sheikh Ahmad-bin-Abeid, head of the above- 
mentioned Arab tribe, and received a reply from him to this eifect 

“ It is eighty years since we settled in this island under the protection of Syed 
Thoweini and Syed Turki and Syed Eaisal, the present Sultan of Muscat, and we will 
neither refuse nor yield except, by his orders, and we are not under the protection of 
the Darya Begi or the Moin-ut-Tujjar.” 

This letter reached Sheikh llassan at Lingali, and he produced it to his Excel¬ 
lency the Darya Begi. His Excellency intends proceeding to Tndia to have his eyes 
and his teeth seen to, and he proposes to visit the island on his return and subdue the 
Arabs by every possible means, or expel them Irom that place. I have heard that he 
has taken the letter from Sheikh Hassan, and represented the matter by wire or post 
to Tehran, vih Bush ire. I have obtained a copy of the letter Irom Sheikh Hassan 
confidentially, and I beg to inclose the same for your information. 


Inclosure 6 in No. 220. 

Sheikh Aimed-bin-Abeid to Sheikh Hassan of Kishm. 

(Translation.) Shitwal 25, 132 5 (December 22, 1905). 

YOU have frequently addressed me communications, to which I have duly 
replied. 

I beg to inform you that it is now about eighty years since we settled in this 
island under the protection of Syed Thoweini and Syed Turki (of Muscat), and that we 
are under the protection, of Syed Eaisal at present, and we do not wish to be protected 
by the Darya Begi and the Moin-ut-Tujjar or others, and we will neither refuse nor 
yield except by his (Syed Faisal’s) orders. This is a categorical answer, and no further 
reply is required. 


[94291 No. 221. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 55.) 

Si r) Tehran, February 28, 1906. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 12 of the 12th ultimo l have the honour to 
transmit herewith copies of correspondence regarding the detention and beating ot the 
two messengers who carry despatches between His Majesty’s Consulate at Shiraz and 
His Majesty’s Consulate-General at Bushire. 

You will see from Mr. Grahame’s Report* that he is a little doubtful as to the 
truth of the depositions made by the messengers. In the case of evidence given by 

• Consul Orahanu'S No. 9, January 31, not pria-.3(1. 
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obvious duty of the Sardar-i-Akram to bold an Immediate inmm v f the 

reVlnE. P"* *>“ id “ * Mr. ^al^eWopeZ 

“pa/due attention to^tTr'e ft- h “ 
<>i His Majesty’s Consul, and I trust that this'oLr wit?“c some effS "”****“ 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUEE. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 221. 

(Translation ) ^ ’ E ' Gronf Du -F to Mus hir-ed-Dowleh. 

that Ihftio ‘ i,e h0 " 0m ' 0 , n the 231,1 D “=n'ber last, to draw Sact 

had been stonned" and Ve 'i’ "T"' h ° Con ™ ,ar I 111111 ba g s between Shiraz and Rushire 
1 hose towns‘to protecttmvehers!^' ^ 8tati °" ed “ various places between 

matteVwhich'is tolhe Mlowdng His MnjesVs CoIlsul >vith to the 

to tlm Ld-SUttoT^lf 0 i ," VC ?i ig, “ e tllu to issue a special order 

at nieht. The Kamuznr renlieii th C81< ^ nc -f mcas . en S ars > should they desire to travel 
direct to the roadenanH bnthel , u m , thc s ™ s » desired had been sent 
and beating of tW .ne 'sin "ers “ Orahame s complaint as to the detention 

him to i„ q uire from His Majesty’s CoiSTthetr .W 7 

that Tr r 

attention was paid to Mr"Grahame’s rem.esl foT ^ ' lnd grant . ed * 1)Ut a & ain no 

will agree that it was clearly the duty of tl le aut .oH 1,“"^'' * 0,,r E * cullc,lc )' 

complaint ollicially brought to their notice”bvMV p™„ °," Ce to . !' ,ve8tl S ate “V 

SSS 

subjects oi Blitish protected persons in the Province of Ears. H 18 1 


[I(> 1 Sj 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 221. 

Mushir-cd-Dovdeh to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

February 20, 1906. 

1 HAVE received your note of the 15th instant, informing me of the contents of 
the reports received by you trom the British Consulate at Shiraz, respecting the 
statements made by Abdullah Buzurg, as to his being beaten twice by the road 
tufangchis. 1 have written and also telegraphed to the Fars authorities respecting 
this matter, and have especially drawn their attention to the last paragraph of your 
note stating that they should pay due attention to the just representations made by the 
British Consul. 


[ 9432 ] No. 222. 

Mr. E. Grant Duf to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 58.) 

gj rj Tehran, February 28, 1906. 

WITH reference to your telegram No. 30 of the 14th instant and to previous 
correspondence, I have the honour to inclose copy of a despatch from His Majesty s 
Consul at Shiraz, forwarding the sealed statements of the muleteer who was sent by 
him to give evidence before tbe authorities of Fars in a case of robbery of 
British-owned goods, and beaten by order of the Sardar-i-Akram, Deputy Governor of 
Shiraz. 

You will see that the muleteer who was beaten was not, as stated by the Persian 
Minister (see your telegram No. 23) with the caravan at the time of the robbery, 
lit* had handed over the care of the mules and their loads to his brother, and had, it 
would appear, a perfect right to do this. On arrival at Shiraz the muleteer gave, 
the consignee of the goods notice of the robbery, and the latter, in accordance 
with Persian custom, duly informed the landlord of the district where the theft 
occurred. 

1 respectfully submit that the statements of the Persian Minister, even if they 
were accurate, have no bearing on the case. The point at issue seems to be whether 
the Persian authorities have the right, without previously communicating with the 
Consulate concerned, to heat a witness sent by a Consular officer to give evidence in a 
ease in which tin* interests of a foreign subject are involved. 

1 am confident that no Legation here would tolerate the action of the Shiraz 
authorities, and in tin* light ol recent events, the Sardar-i-Akram’s statement that he 
bent tlu' muleteer “ to please the Consul ” is somewhat surprising. No apology has, 
as far as I am aware, been as yet ottered to Mr. Grahame. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EYELYN Git ANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 222. 

Consul Grahame to Mr. E. Grunt Duff. 

(No. 10.) 

Shiraz, February 7, 1906. 

WITH further reference to your telegram No. 9 and to my telegram No. 16 in 
reply, L have the honour to transmit to you herewith inclosed copies of a statement 
made to mo on the 2nd October, 1905, by Seyyid Khoda Halim and of a paper then 
produced to me by him purporting to be sealed by the Chiefs of the local road guards, 
and bearing date of the 12th Kejib, 1323 (12th September, 1905). 

The defence put forward on behalf of the Sardar-i-Akram by the Persian Minister 
in London appears to err on the side of trying to prove too much. It is admitted by 
the muleteer Seyyid Khoda Halim that he had left the goods confided to his charge, 
but there would be nothing contrary to local custom in his handing them over to a 
subordinate (in this case his "brother), he himself remaining ultimately responsible for 
them. 

It is possible that his brother may have been sleeping at the time the theft 
occurred, which you will note was apparently on the lltli August, time mid-day, or 
thereabouts. 


The caravan appears to have left Kazeroun in the early morning, and to have 
unloaded at Dashti-barm (where there is a regular unloading place), a distance of 
rather over 4 farsakhs (say, 16 miles) from Kazeroun. I understand from inquiries 
recently made that there is a tufangji post within half a farsakh of this spot. While 
writing the draft of this despatch I have been interrupted by the consignee of the 
Foods, a certain Hajji Muhammad Sadiq, and hy the muleteer Seyyid Khoda Kahm. 
grom the former I understand that, on arrival of the goods in Shiraz, Seyyid Khoda 
Kahm gave him notice of the theft, and that he himself notified it in writing to 
Hajji Azam-us-Sultaneh, who is the landlord of the district in which the theft 
occurred, and as such, according to Persian custom, responsible for robberies com¬ 
mitted in it. 

The muleteer having given notice of the theft to the consignee and the latter 
to the landlord, the muleteer was, I think—having regard to Persian custom— 
discharged of the duty of reporting it to the Shiraz authorities (Sardar-i-Akram). 

The contention, therefore, that the delay in reporting the theft constituted a fault 
n the muleteer Seyyid Khoda Kahm punishable by a flogging (stated to have been 
severe) would appear to be inadmissible, though it might, perhaps, be urged as 
against the consignee who elected to refer to the landlord of the district rather than 
to the Vazir of Fars. 

I further inclose a second statement of the muleteer Seyyid Khoda Rahm taken 
down to-day in writing in my presence and sealed by him. 

This statement explains the date of the undertaking given in writing by the local 
tufangjis. 

It further goes to show that the Sardar was aware that the man whom lie ordered 
to be beaten was not on the spot at the time of the robbery. 

As regards the motives alleged by his Excellency the Persian Minister to have 
actuated the Sardar-i-Akram, I am convinced that you will be as much surprised as 
I my sell am to learn his Excellency the Sardar-i-Akram’s sudden solicitude “ to 
please the Consul,” where repeated earnest representations regarding the misconduct 
of road guards his Excellency has systematically treated with disregard for more than 
eighteen months. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) GEOHGE GRAHAME. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 222. 

Statement of Seyyid Khoda Rahm, Muleteer of Kazeroun , to British Consulate. 

I STATE that my brother, Seyyid Kurhan Ali, was with the mules, and, as my 
brother stated, in the Dashti-barm district (Abdoni district), which is an unloading 
place. The mules came in the morning from Kazeroun and Pul-ab-Gueneh, and 
arrived at Dashti-barm at midday. When they wanted to load up for Mian Kotal 
they saw that a bale of piece-goods had been taken from the top of the unloading 
place. Wc loaded up the corresponding bale to this and took it to the road guards 
and said, “ They have carried olf the fellow bale to this, and wc will not take this 
single bale. We will go and give the owner notice.” The road guards implored us 
to take the one bale, and if they could find the bale that had been taken, well and 
good, and otherwise they themselves would give the compensation for the one bale. 
The names of the road guards are Mollah Fathullah and Kerbelai Gholani Ali. This 
is what I heard from my brother, and he is now in Bushire, and has carried down 
tain’bakou for Hajji Khalil. 

It happened thus, and Mollah Fathullah and Gholam Ali asked for twenty days’ 
delay, and they have given us a writing, which is in our hands. 

(Seals of Seyyid Khoda Halim and of Kurban, muleteer, of 
Kazeroun, who was with the caravan.) 


Inclosure 3 in No. 222. 

Writing of Mollah Fathullah and Agha Gholam 4£. 

WERE present the Headmen and villagers of Abdoni. 

In regard of one bale of piece-goods stolen in the Kallani district, as the Abdonis 


and the Kallanis differed, Azim-us-Sultaneh had written to Hajji Khan requesting 
him to send a “ maamoor,” who sliould he both “ maamoor ’ and expert on belialt of 
both parties. The “maamoor” came, and decided that the theft had been m the 
Kaliani district; and as Seyvid Khoda Rahm had insisted m respect of one bale ot 
piece-goods, twenty days’ delay was requested of him, at the expiration of which time, 
in whichsoever of the two districts it should he proved, that district should he 
responsible. 

These few words have been written by way of a deed of delay. 

(On verso seals of Mollah Fathullah and 
Kerbelai Gliolam Ali.) 


Inclosure 4 in No. 222. 

Second Statement of Seyyid Khoda Rahm , Muleteer, regarding Theft of one bale Piece 
Goods, property of Messrs. Dixon, in Dashti-barm. 

THE loads were confided to me myself, in Bushire, hut as I had business in Shiraz 
I came two days ahead of the caravan from Kazeroun to Shiraz, and I intrusted the 
loads in Kazeroun to my brother, Seyyid Kurban Ali, and, four or five days aftei my 
arrival in Shiraz, Seyyid Kurban Ali arrived, and immediately on arrival of the loads 
1 went and gave notice to Muhammad Sadiq Shustari. Two or three days later the 
ILaiii wrote*a note to his Highness Azim-us-Sultaneh, and sent it by his man, together 
with me, to his Highness Azim-us-Sultaneh. Azim-us-Sultaneh at first abused me, 
and then, the next day but one after, gave his repl\. I took it to Hajji Muhammad 
Sadiq, and they sent me to Kallani-Abdoni to get the merchandize hack. About nine 
days after receipt of news of robbery I arrived at Abdoni, and after one day during 
which they begged me to grant them delay—I went to Bushire, and about ten or 
twelve days later I returned to Abdoni, and then they gave me a writing for [delay of] 
twenty days. I came to Shiraz and showed the writing to Majji Muhammad Sadiq, 
and then produced it in the Consulate. 

The first day I went with the Karguzar and servant (a Cossack) before the 
Sardar-i-Akvam. He made very brief inquiry as to the facts. The second day, as ho 
was in a hurry, he put no question. The third day—which was the day he beat 
me - the inquin lasted about half an hour. At first the Sardar questioned me foi a 
few minutes as to where the goods had been stolen, and it it was by day oi by night, 
amt I also stated that T myself had not been there, but that my brother, Kurban Ali, 
was there. Then he referred me to Azim-us-Sultaneh, who made no inquiry from me 
and arniin returned me to the Sardar. the Sardar made no lurthei iuquiiy from 
me. fie at once called for sticks, and, after heating me, lie wrote an order and gave 

if to the Cossack. , _ , , , . 

(Seal of Seyyid Khoda Rahm, muleteer.) 


[ 9433 ] No * 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edwurd Grey.—{Received March It).) 

c. 59.) Tehi an, March 1, 1906. 

L HAVE the honour to transmit herewith a monthly summary of events in 
Persia, which have not been recorded in separate despatches. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure l in No. 223. 

Monthly Summary of Events in Persia, March 1, 1906. 


Meshed. 

AS regards the repairs to the Meshed-Seistan telegraph line, the Governor- 
General of Khorassan is said to have positive information that they were carried out 
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by the Russians with Russian money, apparently with the consent of the Minister of 
Telegraphs at Tehran. 

2. The Turks in Meshed have been much excited by accounts of outrages com¬ 
mitted by Armenians at Tiflis. Alarming rumours of events at Tehran were also 
current in the town, where it -was stated that the Shah lmd been deposed. 

3. A disease, at first reported to be plague, broke out at Turbat-i-Sheikh Jam 
last month, but it was diagnosed as diphtheria by a Russian doctor who was sent to 
inquire into it, and subsequently Captain Battye, our Consulate Doctor at Meshed, 
was deputed to make investigations. Captain Smythe, Military Attaclid at Meshed, 
who passed through Askhabad towards the end of January on his return to his post, 
brought a message to Major Sykes from the Governor of that town to the effect that 
he was sending 150 Cossacks -with some doctors from Pul-i-Khatun to Turbat in 
connection with the outbreak, but as nothing more has been heard on the subject, it 
would seem that the project has fallen through. The Mushir-ed-Dowleli, -when 
questioned, stated that no report had reached him of the dispatch of Russian 
Cossacks. 

4 M. Klemm, the new Russian Consul-General, is not expected to take up his 
post till the autumn. Meanwhile M. Resclietoff, frightened, it is said, by the reports of 
plague in Seistan, has left, leaving a very junior officer, M. de Giers, in charge. 
Information has reached Major Sykes that the store of arms handed over by 
M. Resclietoff amounts to between 400 and 500 rifles. 

5. It has also been reported that 900 rifles were being smuggled into Seistan by 
the Russians, and that these passed Meshed in December. The Mushir-ed-Dowleli 
has telegraphed to the Persian Commissioner now in Seistan, telling him to look out 
for these. 

6. His Majesty’s Consul-General has secret information that, in addition to the 
land they have already acquired at Takkiabad, the Russians are trying to purchase 
large tracts to the north and north-east of Meshed. 

7. The Japanese traveller, whose movements have been reported, left Meshed for 
Seistan, arriving at Bandan on the 6th February. 

Seistan. 

1. The Yamin-i-Nizam has been recalled from Seistan, and is, it is said, to be 
sent to Laliijan, on the western frontier, presumably in connection with the dispute 
with the Turks. He is to return eventually to Seistan, where his place is meanwhile 
to be taken by the Itisham-ul-Wazara. The Karguzar has also been recalled, and 
M. Molitor, of the Customs, is proceeding on leave in March. 

2. The outbreak of plague, and the arrangements for preventing its spread, are 
separately reported. 

3. As a sequel to the murder of the Persian Customs official at Yezdan, which 
was reported in last month’s summary, the headless corpses of eight Persians have 
recently been found near that place. They were apparently on their return from 
Herat, whither they had gone in connection with a question of robbery. This part of 
the frontier generally is at present much disturbed. 


Birjand. 

Some local excitement has been caused owing to a Russian Armenian employed 
on the telegraph line being found in company with a Mahommedan woman. After 
being soundly beaten the pair were handed over to tho authorities by a righteously- 
indignant priesthood, and it was at first suggested that the man should he made to 
expiate his offence by becoming a convert to Islam. For this, however, he demanded 
an increase in his salary, and it was eventually decided that lie should he deported 
to Russia instead. 

Kerman. 

Colonel Stewart, who has been appointed His Majesty’s Consul at Kerman, 
arrived there on the 10th January. 

M. Miller, the Russian Consul, left on the 28th January, the local report being 
that lie was going to Bandar Abbas. lie has been appointed first dragoman to 
the Russian Legation at Tehran, and is probably now on his way to take up 
his post. 

[Hil.'*] 3 L 
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Yexd. 

Prince Amatouni, the Russian Commercial Agent, was in Yezd at the beginning 
of the year, where he bought samples of the principal goods to be found in the bazaar, 
and took notes of the names of the leading merchants. Prom there he went to Kerman, 
and afterwards to Bandar Abbas. 

Ahivaz. 

1. Captain Lorimer, who has been on leave, returned to Ahwaz at the end of 
December, and took over the Vice-Consulate from Major Morton, R.E. 

2. With reference to the report of fighting in Luristan, mentioned in last month’s 
summary, it appears that a party of Lurs from the neighbourhood of Birijird, under 
the leadership of Shahab-i-Lashkcr, entered the Dirckvena country, and, after a severe 
fight, in which they were reinforced 'by a party of Sagvends sent by Khanjan Khan, 
they made their way through to Dizbol, where ho was well received by the Salar 
Muazzim, Governor of Shuster. 

3. Mr. Reynolds, of the D’Arcy Oil Syndicate, left Aliwaz for the oil-fields at the 
end of December, taking with him a large amount of plant and an enormous quantity 
of material, gradually brought up and landed at Aliwaz. Canadian drillers and 
navvies are also being brought into the country. Unfortunately, however, the 
deposition of the former llkhani and Ubegi, of the Bakhtiaris, and the appointment 
of llaji Ali Kuli Khan as Chief of the tribe, has thrown the whole country into a 

tate of disorder; the roads are unsafe, and fighting has taken place between the 
adherents of the different Child's. The Oil Syndicate have already had difficulties 
about the guards with which the Bakhtiaris had agreed to provide them, and their 
party have been urged to quit the scene of their work. The late llkhani and Ubegi 
are now in Tehran, and the arrival of llaji Ali Kuli Khan is expected shortly, when it 
is hoped that some arrangement will be come to by which at least the maintenance of 
order in the country will be assured. 

4i . The Moin-ut-Tujjar lately brought out an engineer—a Mr. McCormick—from 
England to advise him regarding various projects which he contemplates, lie visited 
with him the Island of Hormuz and the sulphur deposits in Kislun, in neither of 
which places Mr. McCormick considered that a paying industry could be skirted. He 
was afterwards called upon to give advice as to (he damming of the Karun at Shuster 
or Aliwaz, the building of a light railway from Mohammerah to Shuster, and other 
schemes for tramways or roads. Mr. McCormick thought that much might be done 
to utilize the water power available at Shuster, and strongly advocated the construc¬ 
tion of a lighl railway from Mohammerah to that town, which would, he said, be 
inexpensive and easy to construct. The Moin-ut-Tujjar, however, objected, on the 
ground that it would olTend the religious susceptibilities of the people. 

Khun unitthud. 

It is reported that, after the departure of the Birman Firma, serious disorders 
took place in the town, the agitation being directed against the Deputy-Governor. 
The town was in a state of commotion for some time, the bazaars were closed, and all 
business was at a standstill. 

Bandar Abbas. 

The question regarding the cable-house (see last month’s Summary) is still 
unsettled, and* meanwhile the wire cannot he used. The Darya Bcgi, Governor of the 
Gulf ports, is now at Bandar Abbas, and the Director of Persian Telegraphs, from 
Bushire, is inquiring into the matter. No further steps will be taken pending the 
receipt of his opinion, which is expected shortly. 

Shiraz. 

No recent aggressions on the Bushire road have been reported, but the number of 
caravans using it is comparatively small. The posting arrangements between Ispahan 
and Shiraz are at present extremely bad, and at some stages horses are not procurable. 
The local postal authorities are now makimr an ell'ort fo remedy this. 


Ispahan. 

Prince Dabija has returned to his post as Russian Consul at Ispahan. M. Tcher- 
kine, who has been acting for him, has received orders to go to Bombay to relieve 
M. Klemm, pending the arrival of the newly-appointed Consul-General. 

A .German merchant has been for some time in Ispahan trying to introduce 
synthetically manufactured indigo in place of the Indian product. 


Resht. 

large number of priests and theological students have taken sanctuary, as a 
protest against the return of the Prince Azad-ul-Mulk as Governor-General. 


Tabreez. 

A telegram from Tabreez has been received to the effect that reports have 
recently been current of the disappearance and murder of several Armenians. In 
reply to inquiries, the Karguzar said that the body of a murdered man, said to be that 
of an Armenian who had disappeared a fortnight before, had lately been found near 
the town. Armenians have been requested to avoid, as far as possible, going to the 
bazaars during the first half of Muharrain, and all necessary measures have been taken 
to check disturbances. Some uneasiness prevails in the town. 

Mr. Wratislaw left Urmi on the 23rd February, and expects to be back in 
Tabreez by the end of the month. 


Astrabad. 

There is much satisfaction in Astrabad over the removal from the Governorship 
of the Sardar Afkham, who has arrived in Tehran. His successor is said to be tho 
Azam-ud-Dowleh. 


Tehran. 

The Shah, who is in relatively good health, has spent most of the month at 
Dosahantepd, a shooting-box near the town. The Naib-us-Saltanch, a younger 
brother of the Shah, has been appointed Minister of War. This is generally 
considered a severe blow to the Grand Vizier. The Nail) was Minister of War and 
Governor of Tehran in the time of Nasr-ud-Din Shah. Mr. Grant Duff and Colonel 
Douglas called on His Imperial Highness and congratulated him on his appointment. 
The Nail) did not seem to think any great improvement in the army possible. 

Moharram began on the 25th February, but the town is still quiet. 

Sardar-i-Kui has been appointed to command the troops in Azerbaijan. 

Nayer-ed-Dowlch is at present Governor of Tehran. 

The Grand Vizier is confined to his house with gout. 






Inclosure 2 in No. 223. 


Matters dealt with in separate Despatches. 
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Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—{Received March 19.) 

^^ Tehran , February 28, 1900. 

SING 111 the return of the Mollahs from Shall Abdul Azitu, as recorded in my 
despatch No 23 of the 30th ultimo, little of importance has occurred in Tehran, but, 
as l had the honour to inform you in my telegram No. 48, it is generally believed that 
there may he disturbances during the month of Moliarran, which began last Sunday 

(Vni Jt n would appear that the Ulema are waiting to see whether the Shah will carry out 
the reforms which they have demanded, and a prominent Mujtehid recently stated m 
my presence that if the Persian Government, did not take the necessary steps by the 
Noruz (March 22nd) pressure would he brought to hear to make them tullil their 

obligations. , , „ ...... 

The. state of affairs is much complicated by the financial situation, which is lie- 

emnin"- daily more serious. As J. had the honour to report, the Trench Charge 
d’Atl'ah’os recently told me, on the authority of the Director of the Russian Bank that 
the Russian (in\eminent, were insisting on the dismissal of the present Grand \ lzicr, 
and had declined to consider the question of a loan unless the negotiations were 
carried on through M. Naus, who, it is stated, has been summoned from Constantinople 
|< would appear] however, from the Grand Vizier’s application tor the 150,000/. ottered 
by His Majesty's Go\ernment last July, that up to the present he has not succeeded in 
.retting financial help from Russia. Unless his Highness contrives to raise money, his 
continuance in office cannot he prolonged much longer, although the evil day may he 
put olV by the sale of Governorships, and by extorting money from various rich men. 
No one seems to him* any distinct idea whom the Shah may appoint m place ot the 
Ain-ed-Doyvleh should lie* fall. The names most frequently mentioned are the late 
A take", Ali Ashger Khan, whose record is well known to you, and the Nizam-es- 
Saltaimh, Yazir of Azerbaijan under the Valiahd. the Nizam-e.s-Saltaneh, although 
some years ago, when Governor of Aralnstan, lie incurred the displeasure ot Ills 
Majesty’s Legation, is a comparatively enlightened man, and very anti-Russian, lie 
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is, however, over seventy, and I do not know whether he would be equal to the 
laborious and thankless office of Grand Vizier. 

As I have already reported, there is no doubt that the Ulema are receiving both 
moral, and what they much prefer, pecuniary support from high officials. About a 
fortnight ago the Minister of Commerce, who was for some years the representative of 
Persia in Brussels, was suddenly seized and transported to Yezd, papers having been 
discovered implicating him in the movement against the Government which is at 
present going on. 

It is certain that, in Tehran, at least, the priesthood, merchants, and generally 
the well-to-do classes are slowly becoming aware that their Government is extremely 
had; the example of Russia is before their eyes, and every event in that (country is 
eagerly watched. The document I had the honour to forward in my despatch No. 24 
of the 31st ultimo would seem to show that there are men among the malcontents who 
have a clear idea of what is required to effect a reform in the administration. Whether 
Persians are capable of establishing an efficient Government is, I think, doubtful, but it 
is certain that discontent with the present state of things is widespread and growing, 
and may before long come to a head. 

The immediate future will probable depend on the attitude of Russia. If she can 
impose such conditions in return for a loan as practically to make Persia her vassal, 
the present unsatisfactory Government may blunder on for some time to come. If 
Russia also refuses financial assistance, I do not see how Persia can avoid bankruptcy, 
followed by foreign financial control, and probably preceded by a period of internal dis¬ 
turbance. I presume that in refusing Persia a loan His Majesty’s Government have 
carefully considered what may be the result of a total breakdown in the already worn 
out administrative machine of this country. * 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


[ 9436 ] 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 62.) V ' 

Tehran, March 1, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith a copy of a despatch from His 
Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz regarding affairs in that town. 

As I had the honour to report in my telegram of the 9th ultimo, on the 
8th ultimo it was officially announced that Iqbal-ed-Dowleh, brother of the Vazir-i- 
Makhsus, had been appointed Governor-General of Fars. When it was subsequently 
proclaimed from the pulpit of one of the principal mosques that the Prince Shoa-es- 
Saltaneh would not return, owing to the state of his health, the news was received 
with shouts of “ Alhamdullillah ! ” (Thank God !). The town was illuminated, and on 
the following Saturday the shops reopened. It now appears that the announcement 
of the appointment of Iqbal-ed-Dowleh was the result of a misapprehension on the 
part of the authorities of Ears, and that, at all events for the present, the Vazir-i- 
Maklisus will continue to carry out the duties of Governor-General of the province. 
Of his capacity as an administrator I know little, as he has generally lived in Tehran, 
and has held offices about the Shah s person ; but I have personally been acquainted 
with him for many years, and believe him to be a humane man, with as much sense of 
justice as a Persian ever has. 

On the whole, during the greater portion of February the condition of Shiraz has 
been normal; but on the 27th ultimo Mr. Grahame reported that a deputation of 
traders and others waited on him, and complained that no clear intimation of the 
High Commissioner’s status had been given them, and that nothing had been done as 
yet to redress their grievances. They announced their intention of taking “ bast ” 
at His Majesty’s Consulate on the 7th March next. 

Mr. Grahame pointed out, in reply, that the recent fall in the price of bread and 
the improvement in the security of the Bushire road were proof's of the High Commis¬ 
sioner’s efforts to introduce reforms, and he also promised to bring their grievances to 
his Excellency's notice. , 

I do not think it likely that any attempt will he made to force the Shoa-es- 
Saltaneh again on the people of Ears. Should His Highness return there he will 
almost certainly be killed j but it is only natural that the Shall should do what he can 
[ 1C1S 1 3 M 
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to save Us face. It is, I think, probable that, unless further disturbances on a large 
scale occur, the Shoa-es-Saltaneli will remain here, with the title of Governor-General 
of Pars, and the Vazir-i-Makhsus will really administer the province, -The Pimce 
has, however, been so oppressive and is so cordially hated that the fact of Ins retaining 
even a titular connection with Pars may he resented by his late subjects. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUPE. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 225. 

Consul Grahame to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 8.) Shiraz, January 27, 1906, 

WITH reference to correspondence on the situation at Shiraz, ending with my 
telcirram No 9 I have now the honour to inclose herewith copy of a letter addressed 
by me yesterday to Mirza Ibrahim in the hope of deterring the malcontents from 

taking refuge in this Consulate. . , , 

In wording this letter I have purposely made a slight and vague allusion only to 
our procedure in cases of persons taking “ bast,” and have dwelt rather upon the 
disadvantage which might result to the malcontents from such a step m the present 

CaS ° Since the arrival yesterday morning of the Vazir-i-Makhsus there has been a 
cessation of the clamour and firing, which had been very vigorously maintained since 
4 p.m. on the 25tli instant. 

From the Consulate munshi who carried my letter ol congratulation to the Vazir-i- 
Makhsus an hour or two after his arrival I learnt that the latter had sent his nephew 
(? Moiz-ul-Dowleh) to interview the leaders of the malcontents in the Shah Cheragh, 
but the crush had been so great that lie was nearly suffocated and had to beat a 

reticat.^ ^ rcp iy letter brought to me, and still more so of the verbal 

messages accompanying it, was most friendly, and this tone was maintained in the 
interview of about forty minutes which I had this afternoon at Thlgusha. In the 
course of it the Vazir-i-Makhsus did not scruple to make several open threats at the 
Ain-ed-Dowleh and incidentally to belaud the ex-Atabcg. 

In answer to inquiries as to my opinion of the Prince’s administration, I pointed 
out that Ills Imperial Highness appeared to me to have left the reins in the hands ot 
the Sardar, while tie himself studied botany, physiology, &c., and that I could only 
guess at the enormities practised towards defenceless ryots from the action of tho 
Pars authorities towards the British and Russian Governments in the matter ol 

' ,ll ()uotiim tho proverb that there is no smoke without fire, I said that I found it 
difficult to °belicve that the many complaints, exaggerated as some may be, were 

without a measure of justification. . . , ... P 

Tl». Vazir-i-Makhsus led me to understand that he is impressed with a sense ot 
the injustices committed, lie informed me that this evening he is to have a private 
I meeting with the leaders of tho movement, and hopes to induce thorn m a day or two 

to leave the Shah Cheragh and reopen the shops. He proposes, “ after sending oil the 
i Sardar,” to move into town and conduct inquiries into the various grievances. Ln 

! answer to his appeal for my support, I replied that I was most ready to further lus 

efforts, but that my difficulty lay in my inability to give an answer to a question put 
to me on so many sides as to the Prince’s resignation. He then explained that the 
Central Government proposes, as soon as the malcontents have withdrawn from the 
shrine and their present defiant attitude, to assure them that the I riuce will not 
return to Pars ; and added that His Imperial Highness would probably continue to 
enjoy the title of Governor-General of Pars in Tehran, while the administration of the 

province would be confided to a Deputy-Governor on the spot. 
r • I have, &c. 

(Signed) G. GRAHAME. 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 225. 

Consul Grahame to Mirza Ibrahim. 

January 26, 1906. 

THE day before yesterday an honourable person, Moin-ul-Islam, informed me on 
your behalf that you and your friends have perhaps the intention of coming to this 
Consulate, and made some inquiries on this subject, which I answered verbally. 
I have, however, thought it well to repeat my answer in writing. 

It is evident that, according to use and custom, admission to this Consulate is 
not refused to any one, great or small; but I would particularly express the hope that 
before you or your friends take a step which may be a cause of anger to His Imperial 
Majesty the Shah, and create coolness in the heart of His Majesty’s Special Envoy, 
that you will most carefully consider the matter whether the result of such action will 
be profitable or injurious to the object which you have in view. 

I am convinced that persons of good sense and political insight who have waited 
patiently for nearly three months will not in one hour throw away the fruit of their 
trouble ; and, in my personal opinion, if you and the honourable persons who are with 
you were to take refuge in this Consulate, the prestige of the Persian Government 
and of the Church (“ Millat, ”) might in some measure be diminished. 

In any case, I would request that, should you, after due consideration, decide to 
come to this Consulate, you will be kind enough, in all courtesy, to give me notice of 
your intention three days beforehand, in writing, so that I may give due notice to 
His Majesty’s Legation and take the necessary steps. 


[ 9437 ] No. 220. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 63.) 

Sir, Tehran, March 1, 1906. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 47 of the 18th ultimo, I have the honour to 
transmit copies of correspondence regarding the removal of the guards placed, in 
accordance with Agreement, to protect the works of the Oil Syndicate at Marmaten. 

The appointment of the Sardar-i-Assad (Ilaji Ali Kuli Khan) as Ilkliani of the 
Bakhtiaris may lead to grave trouble. As I have already reported, the Samsam-es- 
Sultaneh (the late Ilkhani) and the Shahab-es-Sultaneh) (the Ilbegi) are now in Tehran 
and have verbally informed me that they are exceedingly uneasy as regards the future 
and of the menace to British interests constituted by the disunion caused by the 
intrigues of the Sardar Assad. At their urgent request I addressed tho note, copy of 
which I inclose, to tho Grand Vizier, and you will see that his Highness states that 
he has taken the necessary measures to replace the guards. 

It is stated that the Sardar Assad is coming to Tehran and in that event I shall 
do what I can to induce the Chiefs to come to some understanding, at all events as 
regards the Naphtha Agreement and the upkeep of the road. 

Prom what I hear of the relations between the rival factions of the tribes, I fear 
this will lie diffieult. If I fail to persuade the Sardar Assad of the great danger to 
the tribe caused by the present disunion I propose, pending the receipt of your 
instructions, to give the Samsam-es-Sultaneh and the Ilbegi such support as I properly 
can without compromising their relations with the Persian Government. The Shahab- 
es-Sultaneh came to me last Tuesday night and I saw him alone. He confidentially 
informed me that if the Sardar Assad continued his present intrigues, he proposed on 
his return to Bakhtiristan to have recourse to arms. I declined to give any opinion on 
the wisdom of such a step j but I Avarned him that civil war would hardly be to the 
advantage of his faction, unless they Avere so strong as to render victory a practical 
certainty. Ho volunteered the information that the Chiefs of his faction believed the 
end of the Persian Government and the Kajar dynasty Avas rapidly approching, and 
that the meeting of a representative assembly in Russia would find its echos in this 
country. In these circumstances the Samsam-es-Sultaneh and himself Avere of opinion 
that strong measures alone could save the tribe, in the midst of the internal disturbances 
which would certainly folloAV any break up of the present administrative system. He 
added that, as far as he could judge, a conspiracy Avas on foot in Tehran in which, 
not only the Mollalis but many leading Persians Avere implicated. 
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I of course, made no remark regarding the situation here; but it was interesting 

to hear the views of a powerful tribal Chief on political affairs. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 226. 

Maior Cox to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 11. Confidential.) Bus/iire , ^ 1906 . 

IN continuation of my telegrams Nos. 10 and 11 of the 23rd instant, with reference 
to the neglect by the Bakhtiari Khans of the provisions of their Agreement with the 
Oil Syndicate regarding the safeguarding of its work and property I have the ta 
to forward herewith for your information copies of the letter, with its me os , 
which I have received from His Majesty s Vice-Consul, & ^ h bj ^ 

(Signed) P. Z. COX. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 226. 

Vice-Consul Lorimer to Major Cox. 

Ahwaz, January 17, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to forward inclosed copies of letters received this morning 
from Mr. Reynolds, of the Oil Syndicate, with whom I have also just had a 

convers.itlorn ^ ^ that the Legation be ,telegraphed to in the sense requested by 

Mr Reynolds, except in so far as reference to the Persian Government is sugges e 
a course which I do not think could be considered otherwise than as at once 
futile and unwise in |the last degree. In conversation Mr. Reynolds admitted this 

There are two questions involved, the first and lesser being the method of 
remunerating the guards. Under the form of Agreement which has been maue, 
constant, trouble is to be anticipated. The Khans have pocketed the money, and it is 
not in the nature of these people to make arrangements by which subordinates 
receive their dues. It has, l believe, been exactly the same thing m supplying labour 
for the repair of the road. 'Hie second and more serious matter is the grave (6ic) 
among the Khans themselves following the change of the official heads ot the 

Two powerful factious have been formed, and hostilities have been engaged 
(vide Diary of the 16th instant). I doubt the power of the new Ilkhani, the Sardar 
Assad, to guarantee the security of the party at Marmaten. 

The situation of the parties is as follows . , Q u , 

Of the signatories to the Agreement the Samsam and the bhaliab-es-Sul au 
belong to one'faction, and the Sardar Assad with, I believe, the Sarim-ul-Mulk, the 

owner of land at Marmaten, to the other. . ... 

As far as I can see, our only chance of arriving at a modus vtvendi lies in putting 
aside altogether quasi-official relations (<?.</., in putting pressure on the Sardar Aasad 
as Ilkhani to take action!, and in approaching the three parties to the Agreement 
privatelv as such. The impossibility of carrying on work on the present haphazard 
conditions can he pointed out to them, and the importance ot tlieir own interests 
which are at stake, and they can he urged to try to come to some mutual under¬ 
standing on this one affair of ours, which is m no way connected with their present 

(llSa "lJnfortunatelv, none of the Chiefs can he reached at present from here The 
Sardar Assad has not yet comedown t.oUhe plains, and it is problematic uhethera 
letter could he got through to him. The other two are probably at ieliran. I shall, 
if possible, open communication with the Sardar Assad. 

1 I have, &c. 

(Signed) LORIMER, Captain, 

His Majesty's Vice-Consul, Arabistan. 
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Inclosure 3 in No. 226. 

Mr. Reynolds to Vice-Consul Lorimer. 

.Dear Sir, Ahwaz, January 17, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to inclose copies of my letters of the 28th November and 
the 7th December, 1905, to the address of his Excellency the Ilkhani of the Bakhtiaris, 
copies of which were sent to their Excellencies the Ilbegiand the Sardar Assad. When 
I informed you that, in the Agreement with these Chiefs, they are to receive quarterly 
in advance 500/. for safeguarding us and our works and property, you will recognize 
that I have a right to expect that which I have not yet had, viz./an efficient guard 
capable of preventing my work being hindered by irresponsible tribesmen. I have 
shown you the two notes of my surveyor dated the 5tli and 9th current, in the latter 
of which I am told that the representative of the Khans has written asking him to 
telegraph to me to unload my material at Shakhe, not in the Baklitiari country at all. 
It is needless to say that I am not doing so, but I propose going on with my work, and if 
it is found necessary to engage guards I will do so and pay them myself, advising 
the three Khans named above that I have been obliged to do so. I now would ask 
you to be so good as to request the Political Resident, Bushire, to be so good as to 
wire to Tehran to the effect that guards not being supplied as per Agreement, copy 
of which is in the hands of the Legation, they will move the Persian Govern¬ 
ment to insist on the Ilkhani of the day supplying the necessary men ; or, better still, 
should the Samsam-es-Sultaneh and the Shahab-es-Sultaneh be in Tehran and not 
deposed, that they kindly approach them and get them to instruct Sarim-ul-Mulk, 
wdio is probably on their side in this present trouble, to come himself or send down 
a responsible party to remain with us. 

If a copy of the message is sent to him, the Sarim-ul-Mulk, to me at Ahwaz, 
vifi Bushire, I will see it through to him at Malamir, where I understand he is. 

That you may appreciate the urgency of this to us, let me tell you that, should 
wo have to leave our camp at Marmaten, after having transported there our machinery, 
we shall be thrown back in our work at least six months, and the loss of our property, 
which it will be impossible to remove, will be very considerable, and our prestige will 
suffer to an extent which only long time will efface from the recollection of these 
savages among whom we have to work. 

It is then, under these circumstances, that I ask your help, and, trusting you 
may see your way to render me the assistance asked, I am, &c. 

(Signed) G. B. REYNOLDS. 


Inclosure 4 in No. 226. 

Mr. Reynolds to Samsum-rs-SuRaneh. 

My dear Friend, Char dine, November 28, 1905. 

I AM writing to you, hoping that it may find you in good health, to wish you as 
pleasant a journey as may be possible, and that you and yours may arrive in Tehran 
siitely without any accident and with as little discomfort and bad weather as 
possible. 

I also write to tell you of my arrival here yesterday, travelling by way of 
Rud-i-zard and Maidovid, and I am leaving in ea.mp at Marmaten my surveyor, who 
is engaged in making plans and sections of the ground near the springs of oil. After 
leaving you I went to Junagnon and thence to Ardal, and so wished good-bye to their 
Excellencies the Sardar Assad and the Ilbegi, Shahab-es-Sultaneh, and obtained their 
signatures on the receipt for the payment I made to you and them. 

You will please convey to tliem, and accept yourself, my best thanks for the 
hospitality I enjoyed during my stay in the Cliihar Mahal, which I shall always 
remember with pleasure. Personally, T wish you were coming this year to Ram 
Hormuz instead of going to Tehran, but it cannot be; so I must hope that this readies 
you before you go, thus enabling you to pass such orders as you may find expedient on 
the following matter. 

All the sowars who have accompanied me from the time I left Ardal expected 
me to pay them and to feed their horses, expressing themselves that they had no 
money themselves, having received none from those who sent them, adding that it 

[Hi is | • ;>,K 
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was the custom for English travellers to feed them and their horses, and to pay them 
when they were sent with any such traveller. In consequence of this, I not having- 
paid them, I went to-day to see your Naib-ul-IIukumat at Ram Hormuz to tell him 
the state of affairs, namely, that the guards did not wish to stop with me, that, though 
not travelling by day, they declined to watch by night; and that Shabaz, whom you 
yourself had ordered to come with me to show me the routes into Maidun-i-Naphtun, 
had expressed himself desirous of leaving me at Ram Hormuz. The result of my 
interview with him was that I should write you this letter explaining the situation. 

When at Kala-i-Tul, Jenab-i-Kuda Karim Khan told me that he had instructions 
to send with me ten horsemen as guards; but as I was leaving only my surveyor at 
Marmaten, for, say, a fortnight, after which more of my men would be there, I told 
him that it was, in my opinion, unnecessary to send so many and that four would he 
enough. 

I therefore took four only, and, as they were discontented, I am allowing them to 
leave to morrow, Shabaz having left to-day at Ram Hormuz. I took an order from 
the Naib-ul-IIukumat to the head of the village at Marmaten to supply watchmen 
to my surveyor to look after his camp at night, for which I have instructed him to 
pay, as his camp must be guarded, for he has with him valuable instruments, and the 
guards will have left; though they had been there, they would not have watched, 
as I have already mentioned. 

Of course, had you not particularly told me, when I asked you, not to pay these 
men, I had been inclined to pay them, though I do not hold your authority to pay 
them, on your behalf or account; still, it is obvious they must he paid, and it is equally 
obvious that we must he guarded. 

Under these circumstances, it is that 1 would trouble you to put the matter right, 
and, paying the men yourself, so cause them to he contented to remain with us ; or 
else you authorize me to pay them on your behalf and account, you telling me the 
rate of pay they should receive. I am very sorry to have to trouble you in this 
matter, just as you are leaving for Tehran too, but you will understand that I cannot 


allow myself to have no guards. 

Again wishing you a very pleasant journey, yours, &c. 

(Signed) 


GEO. B. REYNOLDS. 


Note. Sent by special messenger of the Naib-ul-Hukumat from Ram Hormuz 
to Shalamzar to catch the Samsam-es-Sultaneh before he left. Copy also sent by the 
same man to Shahab-cs-Sultaneh and to Sardar Assad. 


Inclosure 5 in No. 226. 

Mr. Reynolds to Samsam-es-Sultaneh. 

Dear Eriend, Ahwaz, December 7, 1905. 

I ARRIVED here safely on the 2nd December, though shot at by the men of 
Sheikh Rashid at Shahke; about ten or fifteen shots were tired at me, they mistaking 
my caravan for your men coming to attack them. This happened on the 1st December. 
Fortunately no one was hurt. 

On reaching this, 1 find a report current that your have died suddenly, which 
may God forbid ! I do not, however, believe the report, for as wo say in my country, 
“ the wish is father to the thought ” among these people who are your enemies. 

Yesterday I received a letter from my surveyor, whom I left at Marmaten to 
survey the ground. He writes me as follows : that on the 1st December, for purposes 
of his work, he went near the village of Mahomet Tahir Khan, where he was told 
that “ it is not permitted for you to travel in our country, and if you have not a 
guard 1 will break your head.” 

On the 2nd December two men from Mirza Jowad Sadur-ul-Ashraf came to him 
asking him by what order he had pitched his tent at Marinateu, and on the 3rd they 
kept troubling him by asking him by what order he worked in the laud of Sarim-ul- 
Mulk, saying, “ we will not let you work in this country.” You will see that it is 
impossible to work among the wild men of these parts without a proper authority 
from you, and, as the delay in communicating with you is very great, I must beg that 
you will forthwith send such orders in writing as—being respected—will absolutely put 
an end to all behaviour such as I have described in this and my letter to you of the 
2Mb November in the future. 
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Lest this should not reach you, you having gone to Tehran, I am sending a copy 
of it to his Excellency the Shahab-es-Sultaneh and his Excellency the Sardar Assad 
Haji Ali Kuli Khan, and regretting that this trouble should he caused to you, but it 
is no fault of mine. 

^ ours &c. 

(Signed) ’ GEO. B. REYNOLDS. 


Inclosure 6 in No. 226. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Grand Vizier. 

(Translation.) 

(After compliments.) February 18, 1906. 

I HAVE received information that the Salar Arfa lias driven away the guards 
sent by the Samsam-es-Sultaneh to protect the oil wells. I therefore request your 
Highness to he so good as to send immediate orders to Morteza Kuli Khan and 
Moin-i-Homayun, at Ram Hormuz, to place a guard on the oil wells, and to direct 
Salar Arfa to desist from giving trouble. 


Inclosure 7 in No. 226. 

Grand Vizier to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(Translation.) February 27, 1906. 

I HAVE received your note of the 18th instant respecting the guards of the oil 
wells. I have, as requested by you, telegraphed to the Salar Arfa, Morteza Kuli 
Khan, and the Moin-i-Homayun. 


[9439] No. 227. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 65.) 

Sir, Tehran, March 2, 1906. 

WITH reference to my telegram No. 44 of the 10th February, I have the honour 9 
to transmit herewith a copy of a note whicli I have addressed to the Persian Govern¬ 
ment, informing them of the dispatch of 200 infantry to Robat. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


Inclosure in No. 227. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to the Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

I HAVE the honour to inform you that the Government of India, in view of the 
outbreak of plague in Scistan, are sending 200 infantry to Robat as a precautionary 
measure, and in order to render assistance to the Persian Government if required. 

1 have the honour to request your Excellency to inform the authorities of 
Khorassan and Scistan of the above, in order that no alarm may be caused locally. 

February 10, 1906. 


[9440J No. 228. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir E. Grey.—(Received March 19.) 

(No. 66.) 

Sir, Tehran, March 2, 1906. 

I HAVE the honour to inform you that M. A. de Speyer, Russian Minister at 
the Court, has been recalled. It is probable that his place will be tilled by M. 
Ilartwig, of the Russian Ministry for Foreign Allairs, but a member of the Russian 
Legation recently informed me that this appointment had, as far as he knew, not been 
officially announced. 
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The reason of M. Speyer’s recall is stated to be ill-health, and this may he partly 
the case. It is, however, no secret that the Russian Government have not been satis- 
lied with hte conduct of affairs, and especially with his management of hi& Legation, 
which has for the last year been the scene of most unedifying and almost public 
quarrels. About the time of the defeat of the Russian fleet by Admiral Togo, 
M. Speyer rather incautiously gave a small picnic to members of his staff and other 
Russian residents in Tehran. M. do Somow, his First, Secretary, declined to attend, 
and shortly after a paragraph appeared in a Russian newspaper criticising the conduct 
of the Minister. M. Speyer accused M. Somow of being concerned in the matter, and 
since that time members of the Russian Legation have been divided into two factions. 

This state of aifairs has probably become known to the Russian Government, and 
I am told that several members of the Legation will be transferred elsewhere. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) EVELYN GRANT DUFF. 


[9506] • No. 229 - 

A Jr. Spring-Rice to Sir Edward Grey.—-(Received March 19.) 

(No. 187.) 

gj rj St. Petei sburgh, March 11, 1906. 

1 HAVE the honour to stale that M. llartwig, the newly appointed Minister to 
Eeisia, and at present the Director of the Asiatic Department of the Foreign Office, 
called on mo to day in order to intorm me that the Emperor had signed the Ukase 
appointinu him to Tehran. 11 e expressed gieat satisfaction, and was good enough 
to say that h' looked forward with pleasure to being able to co-operate with me 
in the good work of improving the relations between our countries. I said that I 
fully shared his feelings, and that I knew that it was the desire of His Majesty’s 
Go\eminent that no untoward incident should arise to disturb our good relations. lie 
said that it, would he our business to put an end to the system ot suspicion and 
hostility which had cost, both countries so much, and he hoped that there would soou 
he a sensible improvement 1 instanced your refusal to agree to the Persian demand 
li.ru loan, and he said that his Government also had returned a negative answer to 
the Persian appeal. 

He observed that his new German colleague was likely to pursue a more energetic 
policy than his old friend Count Ke\, who was now removed to China. The new 
German Minister had been Consul-General at Constantinople, where he was well 
known as an ardent advocate of the Bagdad Railway, as well as an energetic exponent 
nt tin 1 Emperor’s Turkeh policy. He thought that this appointment indicated a 
possible departure from the passive attitude hitherto observed by Germany in Persia. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) CECIL SPRING-RICE. 


19711] No. 2:M). 

Mr. E. Giant Dud to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received .\farch 19.) 

(No. 67.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, March 19, 1906. 

FOLLOWING repeated to India 

“ The Russian Bank, aided by native bankers of Tubreez, has organized a run on 
the Imperial Bank of Peisiu. 

“ ’1 he bank seems well guarded, and the Manager states that there is no danger.” 


197811 No. 261. 

Mi E. Grant Duff to Sii Edward Grey. — (Received Match 20.) 

(No. 68.) 

(telegraphic.) E. ■ Tvhr"ix, March 20, 1906. 

UIEJANH ipiaiantme 

The dispatv.li "I .i Russian doetoi to Bitjaud is confirmed by the Mushir-ed- 

1 )o\S lell. 
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[9247] No. 232. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 20, 1906. 

WITH reference to my letter of the 12th instant, I am directed by Secretary 
Sir E. Grey to transmit to you herewith, to be laid before the Secretary of State for 
India, copy of a telegram from His Majesty’s Charge d’Affaires at Tehran,* concurring 
in the suggestion that the British Vice-Consul at Ahwaz should proceed to the 
Bakhtiari country in order to place himself in touch with the Chiefs, and report, upon 
the condition of the Ahwaz-Ispahan road. 

Sir E. Grey proposes, if Mr. Morley sees no objection, that instructions should be 
sent to Captain Lorimer to proceed to Ram Hormuz, as suggested, and that the Persian 
Transport Company should be informed accordingly. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[9868] No. 233. 

Persian Minister to Sir Edward Grey .— (Received March 21.) 

THE Persian Minister presents his compliments to his Excellency Sir Edward 
Grey, and has the honour of inclosing herewith the translation of a telegram he has 
received to-day, from his Excellency the Mushir-ed-Dowleh. 

The Minister would have liked to have handed this telegram to Sir Edward Grey 
and to have discussed the matter with his Excellency, but as it was very urgent and 
important he thought it better to forward it at once to Sir Edward Grey, so that the 
necessary steps may be taken as soon as possible. 

Should Sir Edward Grey wish to see the Minister, he will have much honour in 
calling at the Foreign Office, whenever, convenient to his Excellency. 

Persian Legation, March 20, 1906. 


Inclosure in No. 233. 


Mushir-ed-Dowleh to Persian Minister. 

(Translation.) 

(Telegraphic.) March 20, 1906. 

A FEW days ago the Princess, wife of his Imperial Highness the Shoa-es- 
Saltaneh, was driving in Shiraz accompanied by a number of attendants. The 
Indian Sowars of the British Consulate were parading at a place which is public 
thoroughfare and a large crowd of people had gathered round to see them and were 
thus obstructing the traffic. Prince Edjlal-ed-Dowleh, who was accompanying the 
Royal party, when he saw the crowd on the way rode in front wishing to disperse it 
a little in order to open a passage for the carriages. Mr. Graham, the British Consul, 
who was at a distance galloping forward and overtaking the Prince, uttered, in a most 
sharp manner, improper words in reference to him, and was very discourteous and 
harsh. Whereas, in the first place, the Indian Sowars had no right to parade in a 
public thoroughfare; and, in the second place, the Prince was in no way interfering 
with the Indian Sowars, and he was only wishing to open a passage through the 
crowd of lookers-on for the carriage conveying the Royal Family. The Consul had 
no right whatever to act so discourteously towards the Royal Family as he did on 
this occasion. 

You will immediately seek an interview with his Excellency Sir Edward Grey, 
and will make an earnest request that Mr. Graham may be asked to apologize for 
his action, and you will request that he may also be asked to alter his mode and 
attitude. 


[1618] 


• No. 211. 


3 0 
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[9906] No ' 234 ‘ 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.— (Received March 21.) 

(N°: 70 ;) .. , p Tehran, March 21, 1906. 

G 6 PaM informed by His Majesty’s Consul-General at Busbire that he has received a. 
reuort frl WConsul in Arabistau to the effect that the Oil Syndicate has instructed 
TmanagTng ^engineer in Persia not to ask the British Minister or Consular Powers for 

the Vice-Consul and the engineer as 

unwise and unworkable, and I concur in this view. 


[10083] No - 235, 

India Office to Foreign Office.— (Received March 22.) 

q . India Office, March 21, 1906. 

’ I AM directed by Mr. Secretary Morley to state, for the information of the 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, that he has learnt that the new telegraph line 
from Constantinople to Eagdad has been completed, and that telegrams are now bemg 
transmitted direct to Fao from Constantinople by this route. 

T reuarcl to the working of the line, I am to inclose a copy of a report by the 
Divisional Manager of the Eastern Telegraph Company at Athens and m view of the 
noHsibilitv of the Germans seeking to obtain a monopoly of the telegraphs between 
Constantinople and the Persian Gulf, I am to request that the suggestion contained m 
the letter from this Office of the 27th October, 1904, may be borne in mind. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) HORACE WALPOLE. 


Inclosure in No. 235. 

Report by the Divisional Manager, Eastern Telegraph Company, Athens. 

THE Alcnpo-Constantinoplo lino has been working for some time now but it has 
i fi- thp cruses that broke down the other wires on the same poles. 

bow*™. U» Company must be prepared to see the 

bc "''iwifi endea'vour to obtain as much information as l can on the maintenance and 
progress of the line. 


[10088] N0,23U - 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 22.) 

(No. 72.) Tehran, March 22, 190(3. 

(Telegraphic.) L. 

GOVERNOR of Ivain’s finances. 

Your telecram No. bl of the 28th July, 130o. . . , n . m , 

According to information telegraphed by the British telegraph signaller a 
Biriand the Shaukat-ul-Mulk, Governor of Kain, has renewed his request for a loan of 
30,000 tomans. This amount the Russian Bank are said to be willing to advance. 


[9868] 


No. 237. 


Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duf. 

(No. 44.) M 

(Telegraphic^ P. Foreign Office, March 22, 1906. 

PLEASE ascertain and report the facts of the following incident, which is stated 
by the Persian Minister to have occurred recently in Shiraz :— 

While driving in Shiraz, the wife of the Shoa-es-Sultaneh encountered our sowars, 
who were drilling in the public thoroughfare surrounded by a large crowd. On 
Prince Edjlal-ed-Dowleh riding forward to open a passage for the carriages, His 
Majesty s Consul intervened, in a very harsh and discourteous manner. Persian 
Government complain of the discourtesy shown to member of the Royal Eamily, and 
maintain that the sowars had no right to parade on the public thoroughfare. 


[10209] No. 238. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 23.) 

(No. 73.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, March 23, 1906. 

1 HE Perso-Turldsh frontier dispute would appear to be growing serious, and the 
Shah sent for me to-day in order to speak to me about it. 

His Majesty first stated that he was at a loss to understand why Sir Nicholas 
O Ccnoi had declared at Constantinople that His Majesty’s Government would remain 
neutral in the frontier dispute, seeing that England had for so long been the friend of 
Persia. Arbitration in this matter was the duty of Great Britain and Russia, and he 
earnestly hoped that, at a time when Persia was in serious difficulties, the good offices 
of His Majesty’s Government would not be refused. Just as the friendship of Great 
Britain was more valued by Persia than that of Turkey, so His Majesty’s Government 
must also set the friendship of Persia above that of Turkey, for Persia’s policy was a 
constant one, whereas that of iurkey was ever changing. Moreover, many of the 
inhabitants of India were Sunnis, and therefore co-religionists of the Turks, and Turkey 
might therefore some day create difficulties in India. 

In conclusion, the Shah sent compliments to the King, and expressed a hope that 
the traditional friendship existing between the two countries would not be forgotten by 
His Majesty ; he relied on His Majesty’s good-will. 

1 he Shah received the Russian Cliargd d’Affaires just before me, and probably 
conveyed to him a similar message. 

1 was informed by the Minister of the Court that the Persians were forming a 
large camp near the Russian frontier in Azerbaijan in order to protect the Turkish force 
now in the disputed territory from the possible attacks of Persian tribes. 

A Persian Commissioner was being sent to Lahijan, where I understood the 
Turkish Commission was to meet him. 

I would venture to suggest that compliance with the Shah’s request, if entertained 
by His Majesty’s Government, should bc conditional on the Persian Government settling 
some of our long outstanding cases in token of their good-will, and on their assuming a 
moie conciliatory attitude generally. At present they are even more than usually 
obstructive, owing to our refusal of a loan and other causes. 

During the audience 1 confined myself to stating that Sir Nicholas O’Conor’s 
attitude was doubtless based on your instructions; that I would at once convey His 
Majesty’s request to my Government, from whom I doubted not that it would receive 
due consideration. 


[10210] No. 239. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 23.) 

(No. 74.) 1 

(Telegraphic.; P. Tehran, March 23, 1906. 

YOUR telegram No. 44 of the 22nd March. 

His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz telegraphed as follows on the 14th March: — 

“ Prince Idjlal-ed-Dowleh, of Borasjun infamy, is the author of this complaint. 
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“ On Sunday afternoon the Prince, riding at a distance of several hundred yards 
tront of the Shoa-es-Sultaneh’s household, crossed to the far side of an avenue over 
r,2 yards in breadth, and proceeded to break up a group composed of my sowars, who 
were tent-pegging with me, and of Persian spectators. The Prince rode up brandishing 
a stick 1 1 P m my turn, rode up to him and very angrily remonstrated with him for 
raising his’stick against the men of my escort. He answered that he had raised his 
stick against the frowd and not against my men, and offered to shake hands with me, 
but I refused to do so. 1 contradicted his assertion, which was several times lepeated, 
and bade him remember that he had no right to raise his stick against my men, no 

matter Khan caUed about two hours later and repeated the explanations 
offered bv the Prince. I thereupon withdrew my expressions, and wrote accepting his 
explanations! 6 The complaint that I obstructed the Shoa-es-Snltaneb’s household is 
ridiculous.” 

I informed the Mushir-ed- Dowleh, who had already complained to me, of the facts 
of the c“ also sent a message to him privately to the effect that »£^a™to 
raise the question of threatening our soldiers if lie pursued the matter further 1 

days ago his Excellency sent me a message to say that the Shah had decided not to 

pressuie^jdaint. who j s a notorious ruffian, brutally assaulted at 

Borasjun a signaller of the Indo-European Telegraph Department, and, so far, no com- 

Ptn8 HrM^^^a^r“ l has done very well during a trying time, and I 
think this complaint is merely an attempt to discredit him. 1 submit that his indig¬ 
nation at a man of this description threatening our soldiers with a stick was justifia e. 

These constant complaints emanate from the Shoa-es-Sultaneh enrage y is remova 
from Shiraz, and I should be most grateful if you could put a stop to them. 

The Persian Government have, of course, been informed that there was not 
faintest intention of showing disrespect to the Prince’s household on the part of His 
Majesty’s Consul. 


[102 il] No Si0 - 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 23.) 

(^1 dm ilhe.) T .' hrm > March 23 ’ 1906 ‘ 

X Persian complaint against His Majesty’s Consul at Shiraz. 

It, seems that your telegram No. 44 must have crossed one to the ] ersian Minister 
from the Musliir-cd- Dowleh, in which he is instructed to let the matter drop 

l have just been informed confidentially by the Mushir-ed-Dowleh that-the late 
Governor-General of Fars is the author of these complaints, and that his object is to 
sow dissension between his Excellency and the Legation. 


[ 10201 ] 


No. 241. 


Sir Edward Grey to Sir N. 0 Conor. 

, . v i, Foreign Office, March 23, 1906. 

° RUSSIAN Government suggest that we should strongly support the Persian 
contention with regard to the Turco-Persian frontier dispute, and that further pressuie 
should be nut on the Porte. We should be glad to know your views on the Russian 
Government’s suggestion, and to he informed of the attitude adopted by your Russian 

''""'’itmWht be opportune, in view of the attitude adopted by the Sultan with regard 
to the Sinai Peninsula, to take a stronger hue about the Tureo-Persian frontier, acting 
in concert with the Russian Ambassador in the matter. 
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[9421] 


No. 242. 


Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 46.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office , March 23, 1906. 

WITH reference to your despatches Nos. 14,15, and 47, the Persian Government 
are obviously, as in the case of Labaree, neither able nor willing to‘p'unisli'the Kurds 
for the attack on Captain Gough. As no forcible action to enforce jiuhlshment eftti 
he taken by His Majesty’s Government, nothing can be gained by sending fu'rfher 
messages to’ the Persian Government. It therefore appears 1 beat to await' the reply 
sent to Mr. Pearson by the United States’ Government in answer to his request for 
instructions, and, in case of his being instructed to seek an audience of the Shah, yod 
might join him and draw the attention of His Majesty to the Gough incident. 


[9429] No. 243. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr. E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 47.) 

Sir, Foreign Office , March 23, 1906. 

I HAVE received your despatch No. 55 of the 28th February last reporting the 
ill-treatment of two British Consular messengers on the road between Shiraz and 
Bushire. 

The terms of the note which you addressed on the 15th ultimo to the Mushir-ed- 
Dowleh on this subject have my approval. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


[10375] No. 244. 

Sir N. O’Conor to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 24.) 

(No. 42.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Constantinople, March 24, 1906. 

TURCO-PERSIAN frontier. 

Your telegram No. 29 of yesterday. 

I am in close communication with Russian Ambassador, and have repeatedly made 
representations to Ottoman Government in same sense as my colleague. Before we go 
further, however, I should like to arrive at settlement of the Akaba frontier question. 

In ease Sultan should offer any resistance to our joint pressure, wo should, I think, 
consider what actual measures we might then have to take, and, in view of the 
unfriendly attitude towards us generally assumed in recent times by the Shah’s 
Government, how far it would be advisable to insist on an Agreement being enforced 
which for half a century has fallen into abeyance, unless His Majesty’s Government are 
to obtain some advantages in compensation. 


[10209] No. 245. 

Sir Edward Grey to Mr, E. Grant Duff. 

(No. 47.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, March 24, 1906. 

QUESTION is being considered of instructing Sir N. O’Conor to act in concert 
with his Russian colleague, and to make a stronger representation at Constantinople 
concerning the Turco-Persian frontier dispute mentioned in your telegram No. 73 of 
the 23rd March. 
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[10387] 


No. 246. 


Sir N. O'Conor to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 26.) 

(No. 174.) Constantinople , March 16, 1906. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 147 of the 5th instant, I have the honour to 
renort that the Persian Ambassador called on me yesterday morning, and showed me a 
no'te (copy i mZA he had Just received from the Ottoman p Mmj.tejjor 
Affairs stating that inasmuch as the old reports drawn up by Dervish and K 
Pashas showed that certain points situated even further from the frontier than those 
now occupied by Turkish troops belong to the Ottoman Empire, the complaints of Persia 

Were prince n< Mirza Riza Khan was considerably agitated, and said that he could only 
understand from the note that the Porte contemplated some further encroachment on 
Persian territory, and he feared that the situation was likely to lead to very stiained 
relations between the two countries. He was about to inform the Russian Ambassador 
of the Porte’s communication, and earnestly hoped that M. Zmoview and I would afford 
him our good offices and support to compose the dispute, and m the meantime he 
would be grateful for any advice I could give him as to the immediate action he should 

tek °’ I told his Highness that it seemed to me bis best course for the moment was to 
call on the Grand Vizier and again urge on him the arguments and proofs employed by 
the Persian Government in favour of their contention, while urging, at the same time, 
his desire for the appointment of a mixed Commission of delimitation, and requiring as 
a proof the Porte’s good-will and a gauge of their friendly intentions, the withdiawal o 
the Ottoman troops from Passova, leaving the ownership of the other posts m suspense 
until the Commislion gave its decision. I promised to take an early opportunity of 

sneaking at the Porte in support of his contentions. , 

llis Highness said that lie would do so, and late in the evening he told me that he 
had found the Grand Vizier disposed to treat the question in a conciliatory spirit, and 
had explained that the note implied merely that the Porte considered that there were 
grounds to claim places on the Persian side of the undelimited zone as Turkish 

tCrnt £re was, however, no intention whatever to move the troops bejond the points 
they now occupied, and any representations which the Ambassador had to make would 

be ca |® tl J^y ® of the afternoon I received a visit from the Russian Ambassador, 

who a freed with me in thinking that it might be difficult to induce the Porte to 
withdraw from Passova or to agree to the arbitration of Great Britain and Russia, 
provided for by the Anglo-Russian Agreement of March 1865 (“Hcrtslet s Persian 
Plenties ” p. 218), and that it would he well to report the state of the question to our 
respective Governments before making any formal proposal to the Porte implying a 
reference of the question to our decision, lest the 1 orte should refuse and p act 
us in the position of submitting to a sort of rebuff or of going further than nvght be 

dcsirablc - I have, 4c. 

(Sinned) N. R. O’CONOR. 


Inclosure in No. 216. 

Teujik Pusha to Prince Mirza Riza Khan. 

(Traduction ) Le 1 ^ ars > 

D’APRftS le contenu des rapports dresses dans le temps par feu Derviche et 

Khorchid Pachas concernant la frontiere Persane, il resulte que certains points situes 
au delti des positions occupies actuellement par l’armec Impcriale appartiennent^ aussi a 
TEmpire Ottoman, ce qui prouve que la phunte de votre Gouvernement nest pas 
cont'urnie H la nSalite. Jc saisis , &c . 

Le Ministre des Affaires Ftrangdres, 

(Sigue) TEWFIK. 


[10402] No. 247. 

Sir N. O'Conor to Sir Edivard Grey.—(Received March 26.) 

(No. 188.) 

Sir, Constantinople, March 20, 1906. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 174 of the 16th instant, I have the honour 
to forward herewith a note from the Persian Ambassador at this Court, with copies of 
correspondence to the Sublime Porte, which his Highness has addressed to Tewfik 
Pasha on the Turco-Persian frontier question. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) N. R. O’CONOR. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 247. 

Prince Riza Khan to Sir N. O'Conor. 

Ambassade Impe'riale de Perse , Stamboul, 
M. l’Ambassadeur et cher Collogue, le 19 Mars, 1906. 

J’Al l’honneur d’envoyer <\ votre Excellence ci-inclus les copies de mes notes 
remises, en langue Fran^aise, le 17 courant, a la Sublime Porte, relativement & l’affaire 
de la frontiere et de Passvab, plus une copie en Turc. 

Veuillez, &c. 

(Signd) Prince M. RIZA KHAN. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 247. 

Prince Riza Khan to Tewfik Pasha. 

M. le Ministre, Constantinople, le 21 Mouharem, 1324 (17 Mars, 1906). 

J’AI l’honneur d’accuser rdeeption a votre Excellence de sa lettre du 18 de ce 
mois par laquelle elle me notific la rdponse, reproduite ci-aprds, aux diverses notes que 
j’ai cu l’honneur do remottre a la Sublime Porte au sujet de l’envahissement du territoire 
Persan par les troupes Ottomanes. 

(Traduction littdrale.) “ Le 18 Mouharem, 1824. 

“ D’aprds le contenu des rapports dressds dans le temps par feu Derviche et 
Kharchied Pachas, concernant la frontiere Persane, il resulte que certains points situds 
au-dela des positions occupies actuellement par l’armde Impcriale appartiennent 
aussi 5, l’Empire Ottoman, ce qui prouvo que la plaintc de votre Gouvernement n’est 
pas conforme a la rdalitd.” 

“ Je saisis, &c. 

“Le Ministre des Affaires Etrangdres, 

(Sig-nd) “ Tewfik Pacha,.” 

En invoquant, comme des documents pouvant, trancher la question du differend 
fronlidre qui cxistc entre les deux pays, les rapports faits autrefois par les Ddldguds 
Ottomans Derviche et Kharchied Pachas, la Sublime Porte mdconnait—et elle ne peut 
Pignorer—que c’ost prdcisdment parce que la Turquie et la Perse ne parvenaient, pas a 
s’entendre sur la determination de la frontiere qu’en 1851 les deux Gouvernements 
se sont mis d’accord pour confier le partage de la frontiere h une Commission 
Mixte, composde des Ddldguds d’Angleterre, de Russie, de Turquie, et de Perse. 

Est-il ndeessaire de rappeler que cette Commission Mixte a inspeetd et visitd 
toute la front idre, et que de 1857 jusqu’en 1865 elle a dressd la carte de touto la 
frontidre depuis le Golfe Persique jusqu’au Mont Ararat, en y (igurant une zone do 
20 a 40 milles do largeur comprenant tons les terrains en litige entre les deux pays. 
Aprds avoir terrnind ce grand travail les Commissaires des deux Puissances Mediatrices 
remirent la carte, en exprimant I’opinion qu’il appartenait alors aux deux Gouverne¬ 
ments Musulmans de se mettre d’accord entre eux pour fixer la ligne frontidre 
definitive dans les limites de la zone des terrains en litige. Cette carte, comme on le 
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sait, fut copibe et des exemplaires authentiques en furent remis officiellement if la 
Turquie et a la Perse par les soins des deux Puissances Mddiatrices. 

Cependant, le travail final de la ligne frontibre ne fut pas entrepris et les deux 
Gouvernements se mirent d’accord pour maintenir provisoirement le statu quo dans la 
zone des terrains en litige, et cet aeeord a fait l’objet de la Convention du 2 Aoftt, 1869 
(24 Rebi-ul-Akhir, 1286), dont 1’Article II stipule formellement que tous les lieux en 
litige au moment de la visite des Commissaires des Quatre Puissances demeureront 
provisoirement sous l’administration de l’Etat ou ils se trouvaient, et que eet etat de 
slam quo sera strictement respectb par les deux Parties Contractantes. 

Or, la Sublime Porte possbde un exemplaire officiel et authentique de la carte oil 
figurent tous les lieux en litige au moment de la visite des Commissaires des Quatre 
Puissances, et elle n’ignore par consequent pas que Veznb est situb dans la zone des 
lieux en litige, tandis que Passvali figure sur cette meme carte a Test de la dite zone, 
d’ou il rbsulte que les Commissaires des Deux Puissances Mediatrices ont dbclarb que 
Passvah appartient incontestablement a la Perse, ce qui est implicitement conforme 
a l’Arrangement de 1869. Quels pourraient dbs lors btre les lieux situbs au-delb, 
de Passvah, c’est-a-dire, encore plus loin de la frontibre fixbe par les Commissaires 
des Puissances Mediatrices, dont parle la lettre de votre Excellence comme appartenant 
aussi a la Turquie ? Ceci demande une explication, que je dois prier la Sublime Porte 
de bien vouloir me donner le plus tbt possible. 

Le Gouvernement Ottoman nc peut dbs lors pas invoquer l’opinion particulibre 
de feu Derviche et Kharchied Pachas, pas d’avantage que la Perse ne pourrait 
invoquer l’opinion particulibre de ses propres Dblbgubs pour revendiquer des lieux 
qui sent inscrits sur la carte offlcielle a l’ouest de la zone des lieux en litige. 

J’aime a espbrer que le Gouvernement Imperial Ottoman, en consideration des 
relations amicales qui existent si heureusement entre les deux Stats Musulmans et 
dans l’interet de 1’humanitb toute entibre, voudra bien mettre fin a un etat des choses 
si deplorable en donnant l’ordre aux troupes Imperiales d’evacuerlcs points appartenant 
incontestablement a la Perse. 

Je suis autoris6 a declarer qu’aussitbt aprbs l’evacuation du territoire inconteste, 
le Gouvernement Persan enverra imm6diatement une Commission sur la zone contestee 
pour entrer on pourparlers avec la Commission Impbriale, afin de parvenir amicale- 
ment a la delimitation de la lrontibre et mettre aussi definitivement fin aux difficultbs 
qui occupent depuis si lopgtemps les hommes d’Etat des deux pays Musulmans, 
auxquels une foi comme dans ITslamisme impose une amitie et une fraternite dans 
toutes les circonstances de la vie. 

Yeujllez, &c. 

(Signb) Prince ltIZA M. KHAN. 


Inclosure 3 in No. 247. 

Prince Riza Khan to Tewjik Pasha. 

M. le Ministre, Constantinople, le 17 Mars, 1906 

J’Al ou rhonneur de recevoir de la part de votre Excellence par I’intermbdiaire 
du Gbnbral Ohannbs Khan, Premier Drogman de cette Ambassade Impbriale, le 
resume du rapport tblegraphique envoye de liavaiulouz par son Excellence Yadjid 
Pacha, au sujet de la possession de certains territoires se trouvant, soit dans la zone 
des terrains en litige entre les deux pays, soit dans l’Empire Persan, et qui viennent 
d’etre envahis par les troupes Ottomanes. 

Jo dois faire remarquer que les arguments exposes dans le dit rbsume n’ont pour 
base que 1’impression personnelle de Yadjid Pacha, impression qu’il dit d’ailleurs etre 
conforme a l’opinion exprimee daus les aneiens rapports de feu Derviche Pacha et 
Kharchied Pacha. Je ne me trouve par consbquent pas devant un document pouvant 
faire autoritb pour trancher un litige aussi important entre nos deux Gouvernements. 
A cet bgard, je dois me rbfbrer aux documents offieiels qui existent dbjja et qui 
sont:— 

1. Le Traile d’Erzeroum de 1S47 ; 

2. La carte oflicielle de la zone des terrains en litige qui a btb dressbe de 1857 
jusqu’au 1S65 par les Commissaires des Deux Puissances Mediatrices aprbs la visite 
et l'inspection de la frontibre par les Commissaires des Quatre Puissances; et 
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[105981 


No. 247*. 


Bushire, March 26, 1906. 


Captain Cox to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 26.) 

(No. 76.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. 

(’AMLK-IH)USE at Bunder Abbas. 

i Irani that Reuter's agent at Bunder Abbas or Bushire is sending a message to 
London giving a misleading version of the existing dispute The presence of His 
"Majesty's ship “ Fox ” and the visit o! the Admiral art* aserihed to this cause, whereas 
the Admiral arrives on the 20th on his annual cruise in the Persian (lull and the 
“ Fox ” went to Bunder Ahhas in eonneetion with the arms traffic. 

1 recommend that tin message, the promulgation of which is most undesirable, 
should be stopped or promptly corrected. 




• itilB 


3 Or 
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3. L’Arrangement intervenu le 2 Aout, 1869 (24 Rebi-ul-Akhir, 1286), entre les 
deux Gouvernements, et en vertu duquel il a 6td convenu que les terrains en litige au 
moment de la visite des quatre Commissaires demeureront provisoirement sous 
l’administration de l'Etat oii ils se trouvaient, et que cet 6tat de statu quo sera 
strictement respects par les deux Parties Contractantes jusqu’a la delimitation 
definitive. 

Ce sont la les seuls documents incontestable que nous positions, et c’^st 
n^cessairement sur cette base que l’examen de contestations frontieres d,oit avo^r lieu. 
Or, ainsi que je l’ai d6ja, dcrit dans ma depeche. de ce jour, la Garte qfficipfl^ et 
authentique des terrains en litige indique Veznd comme faisant pa’rtie des terrains) 
en ljtige, tandis qu’elle designe Fassvah comme appartenant incontestablernent h, la 
Perse. 

Quelle valeur pourrait-on d&s lors accorder a l’opinion contraire personnellement 
exprim de maintenagt par Vadjid Pacha, ou auparavant par feu Derviche et Kharcliied 
Pgchas. Si l’op pquvai(; admettre une pareille procedure, la Perse pourrait de mernp 
revendiquer la propridtd des terrains indiquds par les rapports de ses Commissaires, 
comme devant appartenir a l'Empire de Perse. De part et d’autre, de pareilles 
prdtentjons sont inadmissibles. Les effets de la visite et de l'inspection de la frontidre 
faites par les Commissaires des Quatre Puissances de 1857 jusqu’a 1865, qui ont dtd 
corrobords par la Convention Turco-Persane de 1869, ne peuvent pas etre annihilds par 
des opinions particulidres Persanes ou Ottomanes. 

Je ne puis, en consdquence, que persdvdrer dans mes protestations antdrieures et 
exprimer une fois de plus l’espoir que le Gouvernement Ottoman, a bref ddlai, ordonnera 
1’dvacuation du territoire Persan, pour qu’il devienne enfin possible de reprendre 
1’cEuvre de 1865 et de terminer la ddlimitation de la frontidre sur des bases acceptables 
pour les deux pays. 

VpinlW Rro 

(Signd) ’ Prince RIZA M. KHAN. 


[10088] No. 248. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 26,1906. 

WITH reference to the correspondence ending with my letter of the 28th July, 
1905, I am directed by Secretary Sir E. Grey to transmit to you herewith, to be laid 
before the Secretary of State for India, copy of a telegram from His Majesty’s Chargd 
d’Affaires at Tehran,* reporting that the Governor of Kain has renewed his request 
for a loan. 

Sir E. Grey sees no reason to modify the view expressed to Sir A. Hardinge in 
telegram No. 61 of the 28th July, 1905, and proposes, if Mr. Morley concurs, to inform 
Mr. Grant Duff accordingly. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) E. GORST. 


[10676] No. 249. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 27.) 

(No. 78.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran , March 27,1906. 

HENJAM-Bunder Abbas cable. 

Major Cox’ telegram of the 26th March. I am doing my best to settle the dispute 
about the location of the Telegraph Office and cable house, which has been proceeding 
ever since the end of January last. 

I have given instructions to stop Reuter’s mischievous message from being 
published in Persia. 

The messenger leaving on the 30th March will carry a full report on this 
question. 


• No. 236. 

[1618] 
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[10766] 


No. 250. 

India Office to Foreign Office .— ( Received March 28.) 


Sir, India Office, March 27, 1906. 

I AM directed by Mr. Secretary Morley to acknowledge Sir E. Gorst’s letter of the 
6th instant, inclosing Mr. Grant Duff’s despatch No. 35 of the 2nd February last, 
which transmitted a copy of a letter addressed by Major Sykes, His Majesty’s Acting 
Consul-General at Meshed, to the Government of India, embodying his views on the 
present state of Persia, and the steps which should be taken in anticipation of the 
breaking up of the existing order of things in Persia. 

In reply, I am to request that you will draw Sir E. Grey’s attention to the letters 
from the Government of India of the 4th February, 1904, and of the 17th August, 1905, 
which express the views of the Government of India at that time upon the subject. 
Mr. Morley would suggest for consideration whether it might not be well that these 
letters with other papers bearing on the subject should be laid before the Committee 
of Imperial Defence. 

I am, Ac. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


[10806] No. 251. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 28.) 

(No. 80.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, March 28, 1906. 

BAKHTIARI road. 

I am informed by His Majesty’s Consul-General at Bushire that Major Morton 
has examined and reported on the Baklitiari road. Major Morton was recently in 
Persia in connection with the Karun irrigation scheme. His report is now on its 
way to me. It would seem that, in these circumstances, the dispatch of His Majesty’s 
Consul at Ahwnz to inspect the road is unnecessary. 

(Repeated to India.) 


[10801] No. 252. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 28.) 

(No. 81.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, March 28, 1906. 

SIM ST AN. 

In connection witli the measures being taken for the suppression of the plague, 
serious disturbances have broken out in Seistan. 

The India Office have presumably communicated full details to you, which, in 
accordance with the arrangement recently arrived at with the Government of India, 
should be in their possession. 


[10802] No. 253. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.—(Received March 28.) 

(No. 82.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, Maich 28, 1906. 

SEISTAN riots. 

Immediately on the receipt of the news I went to see the Mushir-ed-Dowlch, who, 
in my presence, sent telegrams to the Seistan authorities and to the Governor-General 
of Khorassan, instructing them to afford protection to His Majesty’s Consulate. 
Offence would be given here by sending troops from llobat. 
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[10846] No. 254. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received March 29.) 

Sir, India Office, March 28, 1906. 

IN reply to Sir E. Gorst’s letter of the 20th March, I am directed by Mr. Secretary 
Morley to say that he sees no objection to Sir E. Grey’s proposal that His Majesty’s 
Vice-Consul at Ahwaz should he instructed to proceed to Ram Hormuz in order to 
place himself in touch with the Bakhtiari Chiefs and report upon the condition of the 
Ahwaz-Ispahan road. It is, however, assumed that, in the event of the Company taking 
action upon his report, the responsibility will rest entirely upon them. 

I am, Ac. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


[10911] No. 255. 

Mr. E. Grant Duff to Sir Edward Grey.— (Received March 29.) 

(No. 84.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Tehran, March 29, 1906. 

HEN JAM. Your telegram No. 34. 

His Majesty’s Consul-General at Bushire telegraphs as follows:— 

“ Customs Department to-day began to erect building within the limits of the 
Indo-European Telegraph Department at Henjam. This is regarded by the Arab 
inhabitants as an indication that I admit the jurisdiction of the Persian Government 
over them. The Arab Sheikh warns the Assistant Superintendent that there will be 
disturbances, and has informed representative of Indo-European Telegraph Depart¬ 
ment that he is unable to restrain the inhabitants any longer. Provision must be 
made for the safety of our staff, and I should be glad if one of His Majesty’s ships 
could proceed to Henjam and remain there for the present. 

“ A call might first be made at the Arab village, and the Arabs should he warned 
that their case is under discussion, and that disturbances will not be tolerated 
meanwhile. 

“ Sent to Naval Commander-in-chief at Bunder Abbas on the 28th March, and 
repeated on the 29th March to Tehran and the Government of India.” 

On receipt of above I sent an urgent note to the Mushir-cd-Dowleh, requesting 
that, pending negotiations, orders might he sent to stop the building. I added that, in 
order to protect British property and subjects, one of His Majesty’s ships was being 
sent to Henjam. 


[10083] No. 256. 

Sir Edward Grey to Sir N. O’Conor. 

(No. 126.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 31, 1906. 

I TRANSMIT to your Excellency herewith copy of a letter from the India 
Office relative to telegraphic communication between Constantinople and the Persian 
Gulf and the improvement of the telegraph service to Mohammerah.* 

You will observe that attention is called to the suggestion made in October 1904 
that the Turkish Government should be asked to open a telegraph office on the Fao- 
Bussorah line opposite to Mohammerah, and that a boat service should he arranged 
for the delivery of messages to that port. 

I should be glad to learn your views as to whether there would be any objection 
to approaching the Turkish Government in the sense suggested by the India Office, 
and whether there would be a reasonable prospect of their entertaining the proposal. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


o 
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